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THE SEEPENT'S TRACK Etc. 



In 1866 I published a pamphlet, descriptive of a course of 
persecution from which I was then severely suffering. When 
hostilities were actively renewed in 1875, I was induced, though 
with much reluctance, to publish a narrative of my personal 
history, under the title of " Leaves from my Autobiography." 
This work, an octavo volume of nearly four hundred pages, had 
at the time a considerable sale ; and it made known more gene- 
rally than the former publication the oppression of which I had 
for many years been the victim. The recent renewal of the old 
calumnies, in a form even more systematic and mischievous 
than hitherto, has imposed upon me the necessity of issuing the 
present narrative. While it does not embrace one tithe of the 
annoyances to which I have been subjected (and certainly no 
words of mine can convey the mental suffering I have sustained), 
I shall, in the most concise form I can, submit the principal 
details. 

Descended from a long line of ancestors, not le6s remarkable 
for their virtues than for the social status which they maintained 
for generations, I am son, grandson, and great-grandson of 
Scottish clergymen. I was born in 1825, educated at the Uni- 
versity of St Andrews, and ordained to the ministry of the Church 
of Scotland in 1855. I have published upwards of forty works 
in history and general literature ; and in 1854 I received from 
Columbia College, New York, my degree of Doctor of Laws. 
For nearly thirty years I have been engaged in public affairs, 
and in recognition of my services — such as they have been — I 
have received ten different public acknowledgments. 




But I have been systematically assailed and harassed during 
the period of twenty-two years, and for upwards of twenty 
openly traduced and vilified, and subjected to scorn. It is nay 
sole object in the present narrative to relate as accurately as if 
I were on oath, the origin of the persecution, and its develop- 
ment, progress, and present culmination. 

When ministering at Dunfermline in 1850 — just thirty years 
ago — I first conceived the notion of celebrating by a public 
monument on Abbey Craig, near Stirling, the Scottish patriot. 
Sir William Wallace, who had been the hero of my boyhood. 
I published a guide-book connected with the Abbey Craig 
district in 1851, under the title of "A Week at Bridge of 
Allan," and in this little work ventilated my idea as to the 
monument. A patriotic Scotsman, the late Mr John Steill, of 
Edinburgh (who, dying a few years ago, bequeathed several 
thousand pounds for a monument to Wallace at Aberdeen), had, 
unknown to me till very lately, proposed to the late distinguished 
Professor John Wilson, of Edinburgh, to initiate a Wallace 
Monument movement in 1848. Nothing came of his proposal; 
but when he renewed it, in March 1856, in a newly started 
Glasgow newspaper, I was asked by the proprietor of that 
journal to join him in agitating for a monument to Wallace on 
" the Green " at Glasgow. I declined to do this, but my corre- 
spondent agreed to join me in my proposal as to rearing a monu- 
ment on the Abbey Craig. 

I found a little nucleus of support at Edinburgh ; and sug- 
gested to my Glasgow correspondent to convene a few persons 
in that city favourable to the movement — my object being that 
the Chief Magistrate of Stirling might receive two separate 
requisitions, inviting him to call a public meeting of the lead- 
ing residents of that place and neighbourhood. Among the 
few persons who, consequent on my suggestion, met at Glasgow 
(on the 1st May 1856), was a Mr William Burns, who was 
invited to preside. As the whole of the subsequent narrative 
hangs on the proceedings of Mr Burns in relation to myself, 
I must refer to him .somewhat particularly. He was born at 
Ardrossan in 1809 ; and after practising many yearS as a soli- 



citor at Glasgow, died at Moffat in 1876. He was, I believe, 
in all the relations of life pure and circumspect, which causes 
me to regret all the more keenly that his allowing one idea 
to override the suggestions of his better nature, has led to the 
misery which for nearly a quarter of a century I have experi- 
enced. 

Sometime in 1852 a movement took origin at Edinburgh and 
Glasgow, which afterwards developed into the "Association for 
the Vindication of Scottish Eights." The greater number of 
the original adherents, there can be no doubt, were sincerely 
desirous of reforming actually existing abuses, and of awaken- 
ing the attention of Scottish Members of Parliament to the 
duty of more deeply concerniug themselves in Scottish affairs. 
But it soon became evident that the promoters of " The Eights " 
movement were malcontents — persons disposed either to gratify 
a puerile vanity or to re-awaken international dissension. Of 
these Mr William Burns was perhaps the most conspicuous. 
In the Times he proceeded to denounce Lord Palmerston for, 
in his rectorial address to the students of Glasgow College 
in 1853, having, as he put it, "insulted Scotland" by using 
the expressions "England" and "Englishmen." He joined 
in a complaint which took the form of a Memorial to the 
Queen, asserting that Scotland was not only "plundered of 
her name, but robbed of her arms," siuce, as was alleged, 
"they were imperfectly quartered in the national escutcheon." 
He petitioned the Lord Lyon that the florin now in circu- 
lation might be recalled, and "the same re-struck with the 
arms of Scotland in their proper place!" In an Edinburgh 
newspaper he maintained that " Scotland was insulted," because 
the British fleet, then in Mediterranean waters, had in southern 
journals been styled the "English fleet." In a publication 
issued in 1855 under the pseudonym of the "Professor of 
Ancient History in the College of St Mungo," he described 
Lord Palmerston as a "Palmist," and England as "a thief, 
who held Scotland's sons as bastards, and sent English in- 
quisitors of excise to inspect her whisky-casks and gauge her 
beverages." It was not, however, until the infatuated pro- 



moters of "The Eights" movement had produced a list of 
thirty grievances — most of them radically absurd — that the late 
patriotic Lord Eglinton, at a public meeting in Edinburgh, 
said, warmly, " Nothing shall ever induce me to lend my aid 
to anything which shall sow dissension — to anything which 
can have the effect of sowing dissension, between the two 
countries. I never will belong to any society which has such 
for its object." 

After casting about fire-brands, the discomfited agitators 
relapsed into silence; and in 1856, or four years after its 
commencement, the Scottish Eights movement was remem- 
bered only as an object of ridicule. But when a conspicuous 
member of the Association joined the Wallace Monument 
movement, an apprehension was created that, under the pre- 
text of celebrating the Scottish patriot, the Scottish Eights 
agitation might be revived. Among those who entertained 
this apprehension • was Lord Eglinton, who, though highly 
commending the idea of monumentally celebrating the Scottish 
hero, remarked, in reference to Mr Bums, that " already he had 
been burned ; " and so for a time declined co-operation. It was 
not, indeed, till a distinct promise had been obtained from Mr 
Bums that he would not re-introduce in connection with the 
new movement the vexed question of Scottish grievances, that 
his name was by the promoters of the undertaking placed upon 
the committee. 

At a meeting of the principal inhabitants of Stirling, held 
on the 12th May 1856, 1 submitted a motion that a Wallace 
Monument should be built, and was unanimously elected 
Acting Secretary to a Provisional Committee. Mr Bums 
came to Stirling, and waited on the Committee a few days 
afterwards. One of our first steps was to arrange a National 
Meeting, and nominate an Executive or Acting Committee of 
about sixty persons. When Mr Burns was suggested as a 
member, his nomination was opposed, less on account of his 
recent eccentricities than in the apprehension that he would 
renew them, and so bring contempt upon the movement. But 
he assured us he would, while retaining his anti- Anglican senti- 



ments, refrain from obtruding them upon his colleagues ; and so 
his name was placed on the roll of members.* 

A great national gathering, at which the late Earl of Elgin 
presided, was held in the King's Park, Stirling, on the 24th June 
1856. I was then confirmed in the Acting Secretaryship, and 
from this period onward, for six years actively, and for other 
seven less actively, I made the construction of the Monument 
a grand object of my life. 

Shortly after the national meeting, the predicted storm began 
to loom. The Provost of Stirling had wished me to insert in 
the original prospectus a description from my " Week at Bridge 
of Allan" of the locality of the proposed monument. Mr 
Burns refused to circulate the prospectus; he had probably 
already meditated a claim as to being founder of the enterprise, 
which a quotation from my volume would prevent. Two 
hundred pounds were wasted in getting up a new prospectus. 
This Mr Burns would not use after all ; it did not include his 
name. He printed a third prospectus, to which his name was 
appended. This with committee-rooms, rented at Glasgow for 
about six months, cost at least £100. 

In 1857 a collector was appointed; he was to collect in 
Glasgow under the direction of Mr Burns. He waited on Mr 
Bums day after day, but on one pretext or another he was not 
allowed to begin. At his entreaty, I gave him some work of 
my own, and of course paid him out of my own funds. Mr 
Burns reported that I had been employing the Wallace Monu- 
ment collector for my own purposes ! 

During the first twelvemonths I held meetings in the principal 
Scottish towns. In the course of the second year I visited 
and organised movements in London, Birmingham, Manchester, 

• 

* I shall afterwards have to deal with the subject of prophecy in a diflferent 
connection. Meanwhile, I cannot forbear recording in a note a prediction made 
to me in May 1856 by the late Mr James Pagan, editor of the Glasgow Herald. 
"I shall subscribe to the monument," said Mr Pagan, **and support it in our 
paper, but I shall join no committee on Scottish matters of which Mr Burns is 
a member. You say you have placed him on the committee, and that you 
are secretary of it. Resign, I entreat you, at once, otherwise persecution awaits 
you, and to your dying day you will regret that you rejected my counsel." 
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and Liverpool. We at length got £2000. Mr Burns was 
dissatisfied, and determined I should be ousted from office; 
" Dr Eogers must be got quit of." There was no chance for 
the triumph of the Scottish lion so long as I was on the monu- 
mental staff. Nor could the credit of the enterprise be wrested 
from me while I held the secretaryship. I had got a finely- 
sculptured statue of Wallace erected at Stirling; my late 
friend, Mr William Drummond, paying for the statue, while the 
inhabitants built the pedestal. Mr Burns thought the oppor- 
tunity suitable for making another attempt to oust me ; he wrote 
to the Provost of Stirling as vice-convener, asking him to 
summon a meeting of committee, at which he would propose my 
deposition from the secretaryship on account of my dividing my 
energies. Soon afterwards, a commercial crisis occurred which 
deprived some bank agents of their posts. One of the deprived 
received an offer in these words, " If you will support Mr Burns 
in getting Dr Eogers removed from the Monument secretaryship, 
you will be made local agent of a Glasgow Bank." When the 
undertaking was fairly started, I had agreed to accept a salary 
of £50 for personal services. I would have certainly declined 
remuneration, but my emoluments as Chaplain of Stirling Castle 
then amounted to only £80 a-year, and I could not afford to 
give up a large portion of my time to the secretaryship without 
a little compensation. My circumstances were known, and Mr 
Burns argued that -if I was deprived of my salary, I would be 
obliged to retire from the secretaryship. He miscalculated, for 
when at the end of the first year he proposed that I should be 
deprived of salary, I acquiesced and retained office. At the end 
of the second year he proposed that I should no longer receive 
a grant for the payment of clerks ; I assented, but would not 
abandon my post. 

Early in 1858, Mr Bums published at Glasgow a pamphlet 
entitled, " Scotland and her Calumniators." While commending 
the injunction " Thou shalt not bear false witness against thy 
neighbour," he indulged in invective against England and her 
people. *' The whole history of Scotland," he remarked, " has 
been one of resistance to their assumption." *' They had in the 
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past/' he added, " shed the blood of Scottish Covenanters ; and 
noAv in the House of Peers they usurped a right of review of 
Scottish Courts." Having denounced several leading Scotsmen 
as "contemptible anglomaniacs," and recommended to the 
whipping-post " architects, builders, and other snobs " who on 
Glasgow streets recorded the names of London localities, and of 
the English nobility, he expressed a hope that the Eights 
Society " would yet produce good fruit." 

Having ventUated his views, Mr Bums (who attended nearly 
every meeting of committee) proposed that we should advertise . 
for designs. A day was fixed for adjudication. Mr Burns had 
insisted that native artists only should be invited to compete, 
and that no premium should be offered. Few designs were 
submitted. There was one which suited Mr Burns' views — a 
piece of sculpture ; the Scottish Lion stood astride on the 
POWER OF England, symbolised by a crowned figure with 
SERPENT LEGS AND DISTENDED JAWS. This, Mr Bums remarked, 
was " a noble impersonation of Scottish liberty triumphing over 
English tyranny." He succeeded in carrying its adoption by a 
majority of one. 

A great sensation ensued. The people of Stirling held an 
indignation meeting.* The press ridiculed the resolution. The 
Lord Advocate, afterwards Lord Jerviswoode, convener of the 
committee, at my entreaty summoned the committee together, 
with a view to their reconsidering their decision. There was a 
large and influential attendance. Mr Bums proposed that " the 
sederunt should be correctly made up " by the exclusion of my 
name — since I was, he said, merely secretary, and not a member 

* Sir William Stirling Maxwell, Bart., the late accomplished member for 
Perthshire, published a pamphlet ridiculing what was termed the Typhon 
design. He used these words: ''We all know, as Dr Rogers has said, that 
Edward I. was called Longshanks ; and Mrs Nickleby, had he fallen in her way, 
might have spoken of him as Sheepshanks ; but why are we to be expected to 
recognise him as Serpentshanks ? ... Of the taste and propriety of symbol- 
ising our old national feuds under emblems like this lion and snake>limbed puzzle, 
I supposed, until I saw this group, there could be but one opinion. Our ances- 
tors who lived nearer the days when the Englishman and the Scot were natural 
foes, and who might have been more reasonably excused for getting up such 
images, indulged in no such anti- Anglican exhibitions in marble or brass." 
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of committee. Having failed to eject me as secretary^ this was 
the next move. It failed also ; my membership was afl&rmed, 
and the resolution adopting the Lion and Serpent was rescinded. 
A second competition was announced with no restrictions, and 
the offer of " first and second premiums." About ninety designs 
were sent in ; they were exhibited at Stirling, Glasgow, and Edin- 
burgh, and the committee met to decide. One of the designs, 
representing a stately tower of early Scottish architecture, had 
been a universal favourite, and was likely to be chosen. Mr 
Bums moved that it should be excluded from the competition 
as " tinted." He again failed ; the favourite design was adopted 
by an almost unanimous vote. At a second meeting Mr Bums 
reattempted to set the decision aside ; again he failed, and from 
the design then chosen the monument has been built. 

Every meeting of Committee was now a scene of strife ; and 
though Mr Burns, out of a committee of sixty, had seldom more 
than two adherents, it did not lessen the irksomeness of the 
conflict. Business which might have been transacted in half 
an hour, would have extended to four or five hours; while 
leading persons, whose time was valuable, left the meetings in 
disgust. One of Mr Burns' proposals was that no report of our 
proceedings should appear in the public journals without being 
certified by the Chairman; but as the Chairaian and myself 
resided in different towns, an inaccurate account, always re- 
ferring to attacks by Mr Burns on myself, appeared in the 
interval. These reports were not confined to Glasgow, where 
the Wallace Committee commonly met, but appeared over the 
country. Then, on Mr Burns' motion, it was resolved that there 
should be a thorough examination of the accounts — a proposal 
which I could not oppose. Nor could I fairly object to Mr 
Burns himself being constituted an auditor. How he conceived 
that he could find me financially in error, when I had never 
been treasurer, I cannot say; but the accounts of some four 
years were at the Treasurer's office investigated by Mr Bums. 
As the usual auditors had passed the accounts, they declined 
to join in the new examination ; but Mr Burns desired them to 
subscribe an audit, stating that they had as yet "detected" 
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nothing wrong ; they refused to do this, and the accounts were 
passed in the usual manner. Mr Bums next insisted that all 
persons abroad who had remitted contributions should be asked 
by the auditors as to the amount sent. Accordingly numerous 
letters were despatched to India, the Colonies, and America, 
inquiring as to the sums remitted to me. Of this procedure I 
was ignorant until ten years afterwards, when one of the 
auditors, who still lives, informed me of the fact. But in every 
case the sums proved to have been correctly entered. 

The design chosen was estimated to cost £7000; we had 
only in bank half the amount The Committee now allowed a 
per centage to a collecting agent ; he brought us £400 in the 
course of four months. It was represented in the newspapers, 
that of every pound collected, a . large portion went to some 
one, that one being most prohdbly myself! 

Were I to enter fuUy into details, a narrative of the petty 
annoyances I was subjected to during 1859-60 would weary 
the reader. The Town Council of Stirling, to whom the 
Abbey Craig belongs, were persuaded not to allow building 
operations to commence till the Committee had collected £1200 
more than we had in bank, or produced a guarantee for that 
amount. At next meeting of Committee, Mr Bums exhibited a 
bond of guarantee for the sum named, which he stated he was 
authorised by the subscribers to hand to the Town Council on 
condition that I was turned out of the management! The 
Committee rejected the bond. I waited on the principal sub- 
scribers to it, who severally assured me that the condition as- 
signed by Mr Bums was without a shadow of truth ; they knew 
that the success of the movement had been due to my personal 
efforts. In the course of a few days Mr William Drummond of 
Eockdale waited upon me and offered personally to guarantee 
the entire amount. He did so, and Mr Burns was foiled again. 
A new daily journal was established at Glasgow. The pro- 
prietor had experienced help through Mr Bums, and probably 
was on this account willing to enter into his views. Conceiv- 
ing himself aggrieved by some editorial observations, the collect- 
ing agent waited on the editor to complain. '* We don't wish 
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to injure you, I assure you,'* said an official;" we are only 
seeking to crush Dr Rogers!' 

After five years of wrangling Mr Burns became suddetdy 
obliging. In 1861 he offered to prepare the contracts with the 
builder and Town Council, and to do so without fee. Just 
as the contracts were being delivered we found that my name 
was omitted in both ! I made known the occurrence to Lord 
Jerviswoode, our Convener, who gave instructions that my name 
should be added in its proper place. When I complained of 
the omission in Committee, Mr Bums pointed to the fact that I 
had "seconded the motion thanking him for preparing the 
deeds." This was true; but I was unaware that Mr Bums 
had excluded my name ! 

In presence of nearly eighty thousand persons, the foundation 
stone of the Monument was, by His Grace the Duke of Athole, 
Grand Master Mason, laid, with masonic honours, on the 24th 
June 1861. In celebration of the event, a royal salute of guns 
was discharged from the battlements of Stirling Castle, while, 
at the command of H.RH. the Duke of Cambridge, the Scottish 
Volunteers held a national muster. Mr Bums kept sullenly 
at home. Next morning two newspapers described him as 
" the originator " of the movement. An individual had got his 
Committee ticket, though marked "Not Transferable," and so 
impersonated him on the Abbey Craig. At the banquet this 
person interrupted my address, and was otherwise unruly ; he 
was ejected by the President, Sir Archibald Alison, and, by a 
magistrate's order, consigned to a police cell. 

The troubles which I had experienced — all emanating from the 
same source — ^in preparing for the grand ceremony of the laying 
of the foundation stone, were such as probably would have 
damped the energies of any one less ardent than I then was. But 
after the event, I determined that, if hostilities were renewed, I 
would resign the Secretaryship and form a new Committee, at 
the deliberations of which Mr Burns would have no right to be 
present ; for not only was everything I did misreprei^ented, but 
at every Committee meeting I experienced a shock which 
physicians assured me might prove seriously injurious. So 
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when Mr Burns did, through Lord Jerviswoode, indicate a deter- 
mination to renew hostilities, I, on the 4th July (1861), addressed 
his Lordship as Convener in the following terms : 

" Dear Lord Jerviswoode, — I now beg to tender my resigna- 
tion as one of the Secretaries of the Wallace Monument Com- 
mittee, and I respectfully request your Lordship to intimate the 
same to the meeting of the Acting Committee on Monday. My 
sole reason for resigning is, that I cannot, on account of the 
state of my health, longer encounter the persevering opposition 
to which I have been subjected by Mr William Bums, writer, 
41 West George Street, Glasgow, a member of the Committee. 
My resolution to resign is final; but I beg your Lordship to 
understand that I intend to take a deep interest in the enterprise 
of raising a Monument to Wallace on the Abbey Craig, till that 
enterprise is completed. — I have, etc., C. Eogeks." 

Lord Jerviswoode entreated me to withdraw my resignation, 
assuring me of his sympathy, and expressing his belief that if I 
withdrew, the movement would prematurely terminate. I showed 
his Lordship that I had suffered so much from Mr Bums' hos- 
tilities, protracted over a period of five years, that I could no 
longer act as Secretary of the original Committee. So I per- 
severed in my withdrawal, receiving the Committee's thanks for 
my long services. 

Having got about thirty leading persons to unite in a 
Supplemental Committee, I held a meeting and commenced 
operations at once. The main feature of my arrangement was 
to obtain parochial collections, by inducing the parish officers to 
collect from house to house. I also proposed to make a per- 
sonal visit to the Colonies ; a gentleman at Alloa consented to 
accompany me to Canada in the first instance. 

My health had suffered severely during the stmggles attend- 
ing the laying of the foundation stone. During my absence in 
Forfarshire for a month's recreation, it was represented to some 
influential members of the original Committee that I had got up 
the " supplemental " in order to supersede their functions. They 
believed the report, and publicly evinced " indignation." When 
I returned to Stirling I found that it had been diligently circu- 
lated that I had absconded with the whole of the Monument 
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funds! A number of my friends waited upon^me respecting 
"the terrible rumour;" I sent them to the Treasurer, M^ho 
reported that the money was safe. Much shocked by this 
wicked attempt to injure me, I meditated an immediate aban- 
donment of all business connection with the Monument, when 
I was waited upon with an address, in these terms, subscribed 
by about a thousand of the inhabitants : " We sympathise with 
you in your having been assailed over a period of years by a 
member of the Acting Committee ; but we hope you wiQ con- 
tinue your exertions till the movement has been brought to a 
successful termination." 

Only a few weeks after this demonstration on my behalf, I 
learned that a Memorial was received by the Secretary of State 
for War, praying that, as being obnoxious in the place, I might 
be " removed to another locality." One of the grounds on which 
the petitioner. Provost John Dick,* a new ally of Mr Burns, 
preferred the request for my dismissal was that I had " person- 
ally, or by my clerk, reflected on the conduct of Mr WiUiam 
Burns." 

The Secretary of State, considering that the complainer held 
office as chief magistrate, sanctioned an investigation on the 
spot. A Court of Inquiry was accordingly held at Stirling 
Castle on the 5th November 1861, under the presidentship of 
the Chaplain-General of the Forces. Mr Dick attended, and 
added to his complaints. But about twenty leading persons, 
including the parish ministers, Mr Dick's successor as chief 
magistrate, and members of the corporation, testified that I 
enjoyed the favour and support of all classes; so Mr Dick's 
complaint was dismissed. I raised a legal action against Mr 
Dick, which will be mentioned in the sequel. He was relieved 
of his duties in the Town Council, and I had the honour to be 
returned to it in his stead. 

The effort put forth to deprive me of my appointment as 
Chaplain of Stirling Garrison, though it created wide sympathy, 

* Mr Dick owed his election as Provost chiefly to my efforts on his behalf. 
He undertook to aid in completing the stracture of the High School, and when 
I reminded him of his promise, he joined Mr Burns. 
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was, nevertheless, injurious to the movement with which so long 
I had been identified. This was foreseen, and as newspaper 
paragraphs from Glasgow falsely set forth that 25 per cent, was 
appropriated, the Supplemental Fund was paralysed. We had 
expended a very considerable sum on printing, postages, and 
clerks' fees, and for the time at least nearly all was lost. During 
the following spring I stopped operations, while still menaced 
with the claim of a collecting agent for a sum in excess of all 
we had recovered.* 

To complete the history of the Monument, which has hitherto 
formed the chief part of this narrative, I may remark that Mr 
Burns, who greatly identified himself with the enterprise after I 
left Stirling in the autumn of 1863, was obliged for a time to 
suspend building operations, and that the building-plant was 
actuaUy offered for sale. He came to London in the spring 
of 1869 seeking funds; and, true to his antagonism, gave 
instructions to the gentleman he nominated as organising secre- 
tary that I should not be permitted to take part in the proceed- 
ings. The attempt was singularly futile, for in Mr Bums' own 
presence I was, at a public meeting of Scotsmen, convened by 
himseK, publicly thanked for my past efforts; while, as a 
member of Committee, I raised more money than any other. 
When Mr Bums heard of my success, he begged that the London 
movement might be suppressed ! 

The Monument was completed in August 1869, and a mes- 
sage reached me that if I dared to present myself at the opening 
on the 11th September, I would be struck down, or worse. But 
I dared to be present to hear, in "the report" drawn up by 
Mr Burns, some ill-chosen words reflecting upon me and the 
Supplemental Committee ! The Monument cost upwards of 
£13,000, of which I raised the greater portion. 

I owe no apology for being somewhat precise in these details, 
for therein rests the basis of these many years' unrelenting 
persecution. So long as I remained in Stirling, hostilities were 
comparatively feeble. They were soon to extend greatly. When 

* There proved to be a balance of about £20, which aided to rear a monumental 
statue at Stirling to King Robert the Bruce. 
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I resided at Bridge of Allan in 1853, 1 published " Tracts for 
Sunday Schools," and on becoming Chaplain of Stirling Castle 
in 1855, 1 placed these and others in the guard-rooms. I found 
they were read ; and when afterwards I received large parcels 
of tracts specially adapted for soldiers, I became thoroughly 
convinced of the moral and spiritual benefit likely to accrue 
from their circulation. In 1860 I printed some special tracts 
for the use of Stirling garrison, and in the following year com- 
menced a small series, which I designated " Stirling Castle 
Tracts." In 1862 I enlarged my idea, started a serial, and 
established a society under the title of the British Christian 
Institute, my object being to distribute religious publications 
not in the army and navy only, but for the use of missionaries. 
For my serial I received contributions from the Rev. George 
Gilfillan, the Rev. Professor Flint, now of the University of 
Edinburgh, the Rev. W. F. Havergal, Rector of Oakhampton, 
and other earnest persons. 

In connection with my tract enterprise, I rented a small 
printing-office, and, to keep my staff of printers in work, 
commenced a weekly journal. A few weeks after my com- 
mencement, a lad connected with the office, in delivering to 
the local subscribers copies of the journal, intimated that "it 
was the last," as the concern " had failed." He had accepted a 
bribe, but absconded without divulging the name of his cor- 
rupter. There was another tract enterprise in the place, and 
the proprietor, a gentleman of real worth, was induced to 
believe that I had set up an opposition. Such an idea was 
abhorrent to me, so I changed the name of my undertaking to 
that of " The Naval and Military Tract Society," thus emphatic- 
ally denoting its object. Attacks constantly made on my credit 
accomplished the ruin of my printing business; and a young 
solicitor, whom Mr Burns had got appointed as my salaried 
successor in the Wallace Monument secretaryship, undertook to 
collect payment of a loan which I had received from a military 
officer, who consequently gave him his bill. Without a note of 
warning, the solicitor protested it, and straightway proceeded 
to Moffat Spa, where I was residing with my family, with the 
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view of conducting me as a prisoner to Stirling GaoL That 
triumph my enemy was not privileged to enjoy. Being inci- 
dentally in Edinburgh, I escaped the snare, and, until receiving 
protection from the Court, sought refuge within the abbey of 
Holyrood. From my creditors I experienced the utmost 
sympathy ; and the gentleman whose bill had been used to wreck 
mj estate not only made me a gift of its contents, but added a 
substantial benefit. Others befriended me, and without a dis- 
senting voice I was discharged. Since that period I have 
devoted a portion of my income towards liquidating these legally 
discharged claims; and four-fifths of my creditors have been 
paid in full 

Leaving Stirling in October 1863, I rented apartments in 
Edinburgh. Here an individual dogged my steps from one 
lodging to another, while each landlord in succession received 
a newspaper reporting my misfortunes. 

So long as I remained in Scotland, it became evident that 
the shadow of " the Typhon " would pursue me. With deepest 
reluctance I resolved to settle in London, for I loved Scotland, 
and to the metropolis I was a stranger. Had I followed the 
advice of some, and proceeded to a colony, a hostile newspaper 
from Glasgow or Stirling might have led me to perish among 
foreigners. In London I did not dream that attacks would be 
renewed. 

Renting a small house in the suburb of Lewisham, I con- 
centrated my attention on the further development of the 
"Naval and Military Tract Society," which, notwithstanding 
the wreck of my estate, I had not for an hour abandoned. 
On its behalf I travelled forty weeks in the year; and in 
January 1866, I was enabled to present a report to a first 
meeting of a "Managing Committee," consisting chiefly of 
clergymen and naval and military oflBcers, that I had arranged 
for the distribution of religious tracts and other publications 
at the principal ports and stations, also among British regi- 
ments stationed in the Colonies and in India. A printed 
report of twenty pages embraced a list of Patrons, Honorary 
and Managing Committees, and of contributors, accompanied 

B 
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with a balance sheet. We also published the titles of fifty 
tracts written for the Society; and specially adapted for soldiers 
and sailors. The report was widely circulated. 

According to what I learned subsequently, the Eev. Dr G. 
H. Davis, Secretary of the Religious Tract Society, received a 
newspaper reviling me. He seems to have leaped to the 
conclusion that, being unfortunate as a printer, and condemned 
by a solicitor, I must assuredly be guilty ! He certainly believed 
all that was reported to him. In December 1865, he caused a 
person to apply to me for a copy of my report, and it was sent 
to him. Thereafter he communicated with the Eev. Samuel 
A. Walker, Rector of Mary-le-Port, Bristol, one of my com- 
mittee, in these terms : 

" My dear Sir, — May I ask you whether you know anything 
of a person styling himself the Eev. ' Dr ' * Rogers, Secretary of 
the Naval and Military Tract Society, or anything of the Society 
which he has started ? I perceive your name is on the Com- 
mittee, but it does not follow that you are identified with the 
man or his mission. — I remain, &c., G. H. Davis." 

To this communication Mr Walker replied by stating that he 
believed I had, in connection with the Society, fulfilled the 
duties I had undertaken. Dr Davis again wrote to Mr Walker, 
reiterating his imputations, and stating that he was " pursuing 
inquiries." 

In the second week of January a person called at my house. 
Being informed that I was absent at Liverpool, he represented 
himself as one interested in Tract distribution, and requested that 
he might have a shilling's worth of the different Tracts. By a 
ward of mine, a young lady, he was informed that I did not 
sell Tracts, but she offered him a supply gratis. He left a 
shilling. " May I ask if you are a Minister," said my ward. 
" I am not'* was the reply. " Who shall I say called ? " she 
further inquired. "Henry," said the stranger, adding, "Has 

* The style of this letter sufficiently indicates the source whence. Dr Davis 
derived his information, for in the attacks made upon me in the days of the 
Wallace Monument struggle, it was constantly notified that being a graduate of 
an American College, I had no real title to the appellation of ** Doctor." 
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Dr Eogers a Committee ? " " Yes. There is the list," said my 
young friend. The visitor remarked that the names were new 
to him. 

The stranger next presented himself at the Agency Office of 
Messrs Hunt & Co., the Society's auditors. He saw one of 
the gentlemen, whom he asked if he knew of my " antecedents ; " 
he then hinted that the firm might be brought up for auditing 
false accounts. He refused to divulge his name. 

Our missionary agent was prosecuting his labours at Alder- 
shott camp. He received a letter warning him that " something 
was wrong,' and entreating him to return to London. The writer, 
Mr Eobert Baxter, solicitor, Westminster, who had a few weeks 
before professed an interest in the cause, now informed him that 
he had been visited by a friend who assured him there was 
" something horrible about the Society." 

That friend was at a second interview mentioned as Dr Davis 
of the Eeligious Tract Society. On comparing the description 
of Dr Davis by one who knew him with the person " Henry," 
it became evident that they were the same; and my ward 
identified him next day at the office of the Eeligious Tract 
Society.* On the following morning I received from Dr Davis a 
letter, in these terms : 

"Religious Tract Society, 66 Paternostbe Row, 
** London, 2Zd January 1866. 

"Dear Sir, — A visit from your ward to-day induces me to 
beUeve that there may be some misapprehension upon your 
mind as to a visit I lately paid to your house. I should be 
glad, therefore, to give you a very plain account of it. 

"A friend sent me one of your Tracts. I had never heard of 
your Society before, and therefore sent for your Eeport. The 
Eeport for 1864 was sent me. Some statements in it seemed 
to call for explanation. I had determined myself to go and see 

* For supporting her protector, my ward nearly paid a bitter penalty. 
Engaged in marriage to a yoimg gentleman then in a remote colony, a copy of 
a Stirling newspaper reporting the charges of Dr Davis and his friends was 
despatched to the family of her fiamc6 in the south of Scotland. The newspaper 
caused much consternation, and might have done serious mischief; but it so 
happened that the young lady was at the time residing with her future husband's 
relatiyes, and was able to give a full explanation of what had really occurred. 
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you upon the subject. You were from home, and I saw your 
ward, from whotn I obtained a copy of each of your Tracts, and. 
frank replies to questions I asked about your Society. She 
asked me my name, but as that was a matter of no moment to 
her, I simply replied * Henry/ Had I said Davis she would 
have been just as wise. 

" As time is a precious article with me, and you were not at 
home, I determined to find out Messrs Hunt. I saw Mr Hunt, 
and he could not answer my question as to the accounts ; but 
he gave me in explanation of his inability such an account of 
the audit as very much to astonish me. He, however, said at 
last, that it was his brother who knew all about it, and referred 
me to him. Since that time I have had no opportunity of seeing 
him. 

" Your ward seemed to think that I went to your house when 
I knew that you were from home, and that I first saw Mr Hunt. 
Both these statements are incorrect. I went to your house first, 
and told Mr Hunt expressly that I came to him because you 
were from home. 

" Mr Baxter wrote to me a day or two ago to ask me whether 
I would be one of a few friends who were about to meet you on 
the subject of reports spread to your disadvantage. I told him 
that I should be most happy to do so, and as I told your ward 
to-day I hope soon to meet you accordingly. — I remain, yours 
faithfully, Geokge Henry Davis. 

" Eev. Dr Eogers." 

By referring to the letter which Dr Davis had a few weeks 
before sent to Mr Walker — the reader can form his own opinion 
as to the spirit in which Dr Davis was likely to give judgment 
concerning " reports spread to my disadvantage." 

Finding that Dr Davis had alleged that the fund was mal- 
administered, I wrote to Mr Baxter, offering my books and 
vouchers for examination. In reply, Mr Baxter stated that he 
would send an accountant "to look at "the books; he sub- 
sequently changed his mind, and expressed a desire that I would 
attend him at his office, in presence of Captain Fishboume and 
Captain Maude. I assented to the proposal, and at the time 
fixed on presented myself. 

History, it is said, repeats itself; it certainly attests the 
uniformity of individual action. Just fifty years ago, Mary 
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Campbell, a peasaQt girl in Argyleshire, began, as her deceased 

sister Isabella had done before her, to see visions and dream 

dreams; at length she uttered a jargon of words, which she 

affirmed, and some others believed to be, the gift of tongues. 

Intelligence of her doings reached London, and the saintly 

Edward Irving, then minister of the Scottish Church in Eegent 

Square, credited her pretensions. In accepting her prophetic 

claims, he was conspicuously joined by Robert Baxter, then a 

solicitor at Doncaster, and who, in his frequent visits to London, 

found his way to the church in Begent Square. Comparatively 

young as he then was, Mr Baxter enjoyed some reputation for 

astuteness. He accepted cordially and at once the northern 

tidings, and himself began to talk in rhapsody. We quote from 

Mr Irving's biographer :* " Having but recently appeared within 

the inspired circle, this gentleman " [Mr Baxter] " had made his 

utterances with so much power and authority, that already 

adumbrations of an office higher than the prophetic overshadowed 

him, and he seems to have taken a leading place in all the 

closest and most sacred conferences of the prophets. He had 

been for some years known to Irving ; his character for godliness 

and devotion stood high, and he was so much in the confidence 

and fellowship of the minister of the church in Eegent Square, 

as to have been, before any gifts had manifested themselves in 

him, permitted occasionally to conduct some part of the service 

in the morning prayer-meetings. At length he spoke, and that 

with a force and fulness not yet attained by any of the other 

speakers." Proceeds Mrs Oliphant : " None of all the prophetic 

speakers who at this time wrought into the highest dramatic 

excitement the little world of Regent Square, appears before us 

in such recognisable personality as does Mr Baxter. He tells 

his strange story with all the intensity of passion, and that 

unconscious eloquence which inspires a man when he chronicles 

the climax and culmination of his own life. In the wonderful 

sphere revealed to us in his little book, the detail of ordinary 

circumstances scarcely appears at alL The scene outside, in all 

* ''The Life of Mward Irving/' etc., by Mrs Oliphant, London, 12mo, pp. 
343-357, 379. 
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its real and pathetic particulars, wringing some hearts and griev- 
ing many, is not visible in the closer sanctuary within, where 
Mr Baxter draws the curtain. There life lies wrapped in ecstatic 
flights of devotion, yet with an inward eye always turned upon 
the movements of its own heart; there sudden supernatural 
impulses, fiery breaths of inspiration, seiz^ upon the expectant 
soul ; there in a mysterioi^s fellowship, prophet after prophet, 
^ith convulsed frame and miraculous outcry, takes up the. 
bvurden and enforces the message of his predecessor, by tinies 
electrifying the little assembly with sudden denunciation of 
some secret sin in the midst of them, over which judgment is 
hanging, or of some intruding devil who has found entrance 
into the sacred place. The fact that these awful assemblies are 
in the first place collected to dinner makes an uncomfortable 
discord in the scene, till the chief seer of the company becomes, 
himself uneasy on that score, and declares ' in the power ' that 
this assembling with a secular motive is unseemly, and must be 
no longer continued." 

"Up to this time," adds Mrs Oliphant, "the prophet^ of 
whom the majority were women, seem only to have given stray 
gleams of edification, encouragement, and instruction to the. 
believing assembly. Baxter, on the contrary, carried matters 
vith a high hand ; he not only interpreted prophecy, but uttered 
predictions ; he fixed the day and the year when 'the rapture of 
the saints / was to take place, in opposition to the sentiments of 
many of ' the gifted ; ' and if he did not positively assert his 
own call to be an apostle, at least intimated it with more or lesa. 
distinctness." 

But Mr Baxter has, in a " Narrative of Facts,"* fully reported 
his own acts in those early days of his credulity. Nowhere in 
the history of delusions, ancient or modern, has aught equalled 
or approached the fanatic ravings of the Doncaster solicitor. His 
book of confessions, extending to one hundred and sixty-six 
octavo' pages, contains a farrago of nonsense without any parallel. 
In the young Napoleon, not yet prominently before t\m world, 

* ''Narratiye of Facts, characterising the Supernataral Manifestations in 
Members of Mr Irving's Congregation, and formerly in the writer himself," by 
Robert Baxter, Lond. 1833, 8vo. 
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tsLT less Emperor of the French, he discovered ''the personal 
Man of Sin." William IV. and his queen, he foretold, woidd 
descend from their thrones, the House of Lords be deprived of its 
power, and bishops be ejected from the Church ; while he himself, 
in the House of Commons and at Cambridge, would bear witness 
for the truth. Into the Court of the Lord Chancellor he states 
that he rushed with the intention to bear a testimony that would 
make the nation tremble. He predicted that the country would 
be cursed, and the sword pass through it. Personally he was* 
safe, for his lips had been "touched with a living coal," and 
he was ''a chosen stone in the Lord's temple." In the spring 
of 1832, he of a sudden came up from Doncaster to intimate the 
renunciation of his errors, and the downfall of his claims. Now 
" he shuddered " at the recollection that while " in the power '* 
he had uttered '* awful oaths," and was appalled at " the stem 
denunciations" which he had expressed "remorselessly." By 
a strange fatality his denunciations were chiefly directed against 
Heligious Societies and their supporters. The Bible Society was 
condemned ; of the Trinitarian Bible Society he affirmed " that 
it compassed sea and land to make one proselyte, and made him 
twofold more a child of hell than before." He had condemned 
the Beformation Society, but was assured that a gentleman who 
had taken a prominent part in its concerns " would be saved, yet 
80 as by fire." 

A person so abundantly credulous, and who yet, six years 
afterwards, was ready to risk his professional reputation in 
upholding the claims of the pretender Orton,* was selected by 
Dr Davis to judge between us. Into temporary frenzy Mr 
Baxter had been led by a Scots woman in 1831 ; he determined 
not to permit a Scottish minister, with " antecedents " he was 
told were vicious, to deceive him in 1866 1 

* The legal firm of which Mr Robert. Baxter was a member was known as 
''Baxter, Rose, & Norton." From the report of ''the claimant's case" in the 
Daily Telegraph of February 8, 1872, it appears that Mr Rose, a member of the 
irm, had .sent a letter to the Attomey-Gteneral, the leading counsel for the 
defence, to inform him that on the 22d Jannary he found he could not concur in 
the instructionfl giyen to counsel, and that ever since the plaintiff's case had 
been carried on by retainers given^by other indiridual members of the firm. Mr 
Rose and his son thereafter becanie wholly disconnected with the case. 
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On entering Mr Baxter's chambers on the 29th January 1866, 
the insolent reception accorded to me was a sufficient assurance 
that I was prejudged. Mr Baxter asked me to produce my 
receipt and disbursement books. These I placed on the table 
along with the vouchers. The latter were untouched — ^the former 
looked at. In answer to questions about my Committee I ex- 
plained that, as the members were scattered, we had only held 
one meeting, — ^that we now proposed to meet frequently, — ^that 
the tracts were revised by individual members of Committee, 
and that the last report had been issue,d with the special 
approval of all the members. I stated that we had some £15 
to our credit in bank, but that generally our funds were small, 
since I sent out tracts just as subscriptions came in, and that, 
till lately, the charge for tracts distributed, etc., had been in 
excess of omr receipts. In answer to a question I stated that 
I had, on coming to London, consulted my house agents in 
reference to the appointment of auditors; and that they had 
undertaken the work themselves, for which they received a 
fee of £1. At this stage Dr Davis read a narrative which he 
had received from Scotland. I was described as having raised 
an action for defamation, not to vindicate my character, but to 
plunder a respectable citizen; and that, having robbed the 
Wallace Fund, I was now prepared to rob the English public 
in the guise of a tract-distributor. Dr Davis proceeded : " Oh, 
don't take notes, doctor, I will give you a copy of the paper. 
Ah, well, about the tracts, doctor. You must be aware I know 
aU about tract-printing. We get ours printed for one-half of 
what we charge to the public. Do you mean to say you 
issued £320 value in tracts ? Doctor, I hold a letter from the 
London City Mission to which you pretend to have sent tracts, 
stating that they never had received any publications from you,* 

* This wicked falsehood that the City Mission had not obtained any of onr 
publications is not, it will be remarked, repeated in Mr Baxter's report ; for I 
had in the interval procured a copy of the annual statement of the City Mission, 
published in April 1863, in which the committee tendered *' their best thanks to 
the Rev. Dr Rogers for a large parcel of the JRecorder." In addition to this, I 
published the voucher I received from the Rev. John Robinson, one of the 
secretaries, dated May 9th, 1862 ; in which he acknowledged to me, with the 
committee's best thanks, the receipt of three packages of our publications, which, 
he added, were ''pointed and full of sound evangeUcal truth." 
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and very probably the other societies you state you furnished 
tracts to, did not receive any. You name a number of 
places in your Eeport to which tracts were sent; I suppose, 
doctor, some eighteenpence worth to each I Ay — and your 
house agent audited your books ? " Hearing this, Mr Baxter, 
with a manner which betokened perfect sincerity and entire 
conviction, said emphatically: "Gentlemen, the evidence is 
complete — ^the Society mvst be destroyed. Meet here to-morrow 
morning for this purpose; not one hour is to be lost. And, 
Dr Rogers, were I to hand you over to the Bow Street authorities, 
they would have no alternative." — I ventured to remark that 
they were proposing on grounds utterly fallacious, to ruin a 
society and sacrifice a clergyman. " We will adjourn," said Mr 
Baxter, " till Wednesday morning, when, if you have anything 
further to say, you may attend" 

I could not forbear smiling at the malicious folly of my accuser, 
on which I received from Mr Baxter what, in his narrative of 
spiritual manifestations, he would have styled " a rebuke." As 
I was leaving the apartment, Dr Davis desired to talk with me 
in a corner, when he assured me that "consideration for my 
feelings led him to forbear stating all he knew!" 

Though I had had a residence in London about eighteen months 
I had been much from home, and was unacquainted with any 
legal gentleman who might advise me ; but a relative next morn- 
ing introduced me to his solicitor, who, hearing my strange story, 
undertook my defence. He addressed a letter to Mr Baxter, 
oflfering, on my behalf, to place the Society's books and accounts 
in the hands of two persons chosen on each side, these having 
power, if so advised, to call in a fifth, while I would consent to 
" stand or fall by their decision." This oflfer Mr Baxter rejected, 
expressing his resolution to make inquiries in his own way, and 
thereon discharge " his duties to the public." Consequent on 
this menace it became essential to place the whole affairs of the 
Society under the cognizance of those whose certification might 
prevent the cause from sustaining loss and damage by the pro- 
ceedings of one who had indicated a determination to overthrow 
it. Accordingly, I handed the Society's books and vouchers to 
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Messrs Quilter, Ball, & Co., the well-known public accountantB, 
accompanied by a written request that they would carefully 
examine the former audit, and narrowly look into the whole of 
my dealings with the fund. 

Meanwhile I learned that every efifort was being put forth to 
alienate the support of subscribers and members of committee. 
A London merchant of great affluence and liberality, whose hfe 
has since been written by Mr Smiles, was urged to prosecute 
me ; but was content to take back his subscription. Messrs 
Quilter, Ball, & Co. having concluded their examination, the 
Report was issued on the 22d February, in these terms : 

"The annexed Summary of Receipts and Disbursements of 
Dr Charles Rogers, the Secretary, has been prepared by us from 
the books of the Society presented to us by him. 

" It exhibits a balance in favour of the Society of £47, lis. 8d., 
against which there are outstanding liabilities amounting to 
£53, 6s., consequently leaving a net deficiency of £5, 14s. 4d. 

" The particulars of expenditure, other than that for travelling 
expenses and tracts distributed, are duly vouched. 

"With regard to the 'travelling expenses,* it would appear 
that Dr Rogers was travelling over England, Scotland, and Ire- 
land, for, in all, a hundred weeks; and that during the first 
portion of the period, Dr Rogers churged his expenses as they 
actually occurred; but finding that they averaged (including 
payment of a guide daily) ♦ something over £5 per week. Dr 
Rogers took credit for sums at that rate for the latter portion of 
the above period. 

" With regard to the item for ' tracts distributed,' the acknow- 
ledgments from the various recipients are necessarily in general 
terms, but an examination of the printers' returns and accounts, 
shows a larger aggregate quantity produced than that charged 
for by Dr Rogers against the Society. 

" Quilter, Ball, & Co. 

" 22d February 1S66.'' 

* Before yisiting a new town, or immediately thereafter, I procored a list of 
those believed to be interested in the work I was prosecuting. I then, generally 
under the direction of the Mayor, on whom I always first waited, procured the 
services of the town-crier, or of some other official, to conduct me to the residences 
of the persons named to me. The guide received a fee of from three to five 
shillings daily, which I included in my travelling expenses. 
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On the 24th February I got this Report printed, and, through 
my solicitor, despatched copies to Mr Baxter and his friends. 
It was accompanied by a narrative of the origin of my under- 
taking, and of other matters connected therewith, such as I have 
related in the early part of this pamphlet. Whatever effect that 
narrative may have had upon the reader, it did not produce a 
salutary impression on Mr Baxter or his associates ; for on or 
about the 5th March, Messrs Baxter, Maude, and Fishboume 
issued to the members of my managing and honorary committees 
a circular, dated the 27th February.* It was thus inscribed : 

*' This circular is sent to aU the gentlemen whose names appear 
upon the printed report as on the honorary and managing 
committees, and we should be glad to hear from them." 

I shall submit this document in eostenso, dealing with its facts 
only. 

"The Naval and Military Tract Society; the Naval and 
Military Missionary Tract Society ; and the Missionary, 
Maritime, and Military Tract Society. 

" We, the undersigned, having met at the suggestion of the 
Rev. Dr Rogers (in consequence of unfavourable reports 
that were in circulation in reference to this Society) to 
inspect and examine the books and proceedings of this 
Society beg to state that " 

The statement here is that the reporters met at my miggedion. 
How stand the facts ? On the subject of the meeting I had no 
correspondence with two of the reporters. Captains Maude and 
Fishboume ; my correspondence was with Mr Baxter only. Im- 
mediately on learning that some one had been slandering the 
Society and myself to that gentleman, I wrote to him on the 
19th January, offering to place the Society's books and vouchers 
in the hands of any accountant he might name. Next day I 
received from him the following answer : 

* The " report " was also inserted in the Record newspaper, and copies may, I 
believe, be had at Mr Baxter's office, or from Mr Bobert Crawford of the Beform 
Clnb. Copies of it with a new heading were recently delivered by post to the 
President and Council of the Royal Historical Society, of which I am Secretary. 
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"6 Victoria Steebt, Wmtminstbe, S.W., 
** 20th Jarmary 1866. 

" Snt, — I have received your note of yesterday, and if you 
will let me know when the books will be ready, I will send 
down an accountant to look at them, in order to save the time 
of the parties ; and / vnU ask two Christian friends to meet 
here, when you perhaps would be kind enough to come with 
the books, and we shall have your explanations, and the 
accountant's, and the books before us. — Yours, etc., 

"Egbert Baxter." 

To this communication I replied, that as I had nothing to 
make " ready," I would be pleased to receive the accountant at 
once ; I named for his visit the morning of the 23d. On the 
afternoon of the 22d the missionary agent in my employment, 
who had returned from Aldershott camp at the instance of Mr 
Baxter, waited upon me with the information that the " Christian 
friend " in communication with Mr Baxter, was the Eev. Dr 
Davis, Secretary of the Eeligious Tract Society, who had 
informed Mr Baxter that he had received letters from Scotland 
greatly denounciug me. On my informing my visitor that 
during my absence a person named " Henry " had called at my 
house and obtained tracts, he assured me that this was no 
other than Dr Davis himself under a feigned name. I was 
much shocked to learn that a minister of the Gospel — ^more 
especially the secretary of a well-known evangelical institution 
— could even in the detection of supposed itaud resort to the 
instrumentality of deception. I wrote to Mr Baxter at once, 
declining to meet Dr Davis unless in the capacity of an accuser. 
To Dr Davis personally I expressed in two different letters the 
deep pain with which I had heard of his extraordinary proceed- 
ings. In reference to his visit to my house, I used these words, 
*' If you are engaged in an honest work, why not give an honest 
name ; if you are prosecuting the Lord's work, why use deceit ? *' 
No accountant came on the 23d. Having so readily assented 
to this sort of inquiry, another mode of action was determined 
on. From Mr Baxter I received these letters in succession : 

**2Zd January l^^^, 

"Sir, — I have asked Captain Fishbourne and the Hon. F. 
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Maude, both naval men, and men of considerable standing, 
to join me in the inquiry. Captain Fishboume consents, but 
I have not yet heard from Captain Maude. I should like to 
have an opportunity of talking the matter over wUh them before 
proceeding, I must ask you, therefore, to let the matter stand 
over until I have heard from him. — ^Yours, etc., 

"Robert Baxter." 

*< 2Sth Jomuary 1866. 

" Sir, — I have heard from the Hon. Captain Maude, consent- 
ing to act with Captain Fishbourne and myself; and I propose 
to ask them to meet me here on Monday, the 29th, at half-past 
three, if you can be kind enough to make it convenient to you ; 
and as I find from the report, which I have received, that th^ 
transactions of the Institute have been very small, it perhaps 
would not give you unnecessary trouble to bring the books 
with you, and we can look at them while talking together, or 
arrange after our meeting for their being looked into. — Yours, 
etc., EoBERT Baxter. 

"P./S— I will write and ask Dr Davis to come in about four, 
in order that we may clear up the sxibject you refer to in your 
letter to me." 

Where, then, is there the slightest justification for the state- 
ment that I suggested the meeting ? That I did consent, and 
that readily and cordially, to meet Mr Baxter and his friend^ 
is most true. While I did so, it was in ignorance of the facts 
that one of them was a Director of the Eeligious Tract Society, 
and the other one who admitted that " he had been warned and 
prejudiced against the Association." The statement, then, that 
these persons met *' at my suggestion " is altogether false. 

" We have," proceeds the report, " been attended by Dr Rogers, 
and have learned from him that there is no minute-book 
of the Committee of the Society; that the Committee 
have only met on one occasion, and two persons only were 
present at that meeting." 

There was a minute-book, but the agenda paper of our only 
meeting had not been extended ; it was produced, I explained 
that, as the members were scattered, and I was two-thirds of the 
year from home, regular meetings were impossible ; that mean- 
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while I consulted the Committee about every tract issued — that I 
consulted them about the last report, which they approved by 
letters which I laid on the table, and that I proposed to add 
to the committee persons on the spot, and thereafter to hold 
meetings regularly. These explanations are suppressed. 

'* That there is no bank book belonging to the Society, and 
the accounts produced to us were entered in one book, 
and apparently at one and the same time : on our inquiring 
for the rough books in which the original entries were 
made, such a book was produced ; but on our requesting 
to be shown the items appearing in the fair book as they 
were originally entered in the rough book, Dr Eogers 
informed us that when he had copied them from the rough 
into the fair book, he tore out the leaves from the rough 
book and destroyed them." 

What are the facts ? I stated that our bank transactions were 
small, as prior to November 1864, the receipts were under the 
outlays, and that I had not hitherto asked for a pass-book from the 
bank, but if they deemed it essential I would do so at once. This 
I did next morning. In answer to questions by Mr Baxter, I said 
that I had only one expenditure book — no duplicate — no rough 
book. Mr B. took up the book, saying that the entries appeared 
to have been made at the same time. I remarked that the early 
entries were transcribed from my office ledger at Stirling, but 
that all the entries since May 1864 were made in the book 
from day to day. When on a journey, I noted in a memo- 
randum book the names of new distributors, and entered them 
in the general list on my return ; while grants were recorded 
in the expenditure book just as they were made. Mr Baxter 
asked me for my memorandum book. I had used it in my 
office at Stirling for another purpose, and had removed leaves 
containing my own private memoranda as they ceased to be 
of use to me. Surveying my ragged note book, Mr Baxter 
exclaimed, with the air of one who had detected felony, " This 
is very sfu^picious, gentlemen !" 

Absurd as was the story of the rough and fair books, I sub- 
mitted my Distribution Book to two lithographers, to whom I 
was a stranger. They certified as under : 
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"We, the undersigned, practical lithographers, do hereby 
certify that, at the request of the Rev. Dr Eogers, we have 
examined the Distribution Book of the Naval and Military- 
Tract Society, with a view of determining as to whether the 
entries were made in the said Record from time to time, 
and at the dates assigned to said entries. Having carefully- 
inspected the said Distribution Book, page after page, we 
have to report that, from May 1864, when it bears to have 
been purchased, to the present time, the entries in it clearly 
appear — from a difference in the shade of the ink, a difference 
in the character of the writing, and other indications — to have 
been regularly made from day to day, like the entries in an 
ordinary day book or merchant's ledger. Dated this 12th day 
of April 1866. 

H. J. Walker, Steam Machine Lithographer, 

13 Great Dover Street, London, S.E. 

J. Weight (Wright & Co.), Lithographers, etc., 

38 Gresham Street, London, E.C. 

Proceed "the Eeporters" — 

" The audit sheet printed in the report, purporting to be a 
report from the commencement of the enterprise to the 
31st December 1864, and which purports to be audited 
by Messrs Hunt & Co., was laid before us ; we asked for 
the book showing the amount of contriljutions to be 
£785, lis. 8d. as stated in the audited account, and were 
told by Dr Eogers, he presumed the auditors so added up 
the amount, but that it did not appear upon the book. 
We inquu'ed for the book or papers which would verify 
the amount charged in such audit, under the five several 
heads into which the disbursements were divided, and 
were told by Dr Eogers that there were no such separate 
papers or books, but that he distinguished the separate 
heads by marks in the one book produced to us, and he 
presumed the auditors extracted those and added them 
up, and so ascertained the amount ; but he had not the 
papers upon which this was done. We asked to be 
shown the marks to which he alluded, and Dr Eogers 
told us he had rubbed them out. We inquired if any 
vouchers were produced to the auditors, and were told 
by Dr Eogers there were none. We asked for vouchers, 
and he said he had none with him." 

My vouchers were placed on the table, and I pointed to them : 
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their existence is proved by the audit of Messrs Quilter, Ball, 
and Co. By these accountants my marks distinguishing the 
separate heads of expenditure were also found to have been a 
correct guide for Messrs Hunt & Co., the former auditors, since 
their analysis corresponds. The assumption, therefore, that I 
rubbed out the markings for an unworthy purpose fails. In the 
former paragraph I am represented as producing two disbursement 
hooks, the roTigh and the fair, while, when it better suits, the 
words, " in the one book produced to us" are employed. 

" The auditors' account," say the reporters, " charges the 
Society with £328, 14s. 3d. for tracts distributed at that 
cost; but on inquiry Dr Eogers stated that there was 
included in that sum at least £165 beyond the actual cost 
which he had himself retained. The audited account also 
states the expenses in local agencies, etc., from April 1863 
to December 1864, to be £338, 8s. 5d. ; and this sum 
Dr Eogers stated he had incurred in travelling expenses. 
These two sums of £165 and £338 amount to £503 out 
of £783." 

Here apparently is a grand discovery, but it amounts to this. 
From the Society I received no salary, from its origin early in 
1862 till I ceased to distribute tracts and other publications 
in 1876. Following the mode of the Eeligious Tract Society 
and similar institutions, I charged against the fund for four-page 
tracts the sum of ten shillings per thousand. Had these tracts 
been printed in small quantities, the cost per thousand had 
been equal to the sum named ; but aided by a printer in Edin- 
burgh, and afterwards through my own means, I printed the 
tracts in large quantities — fifty or even a hundred thousand at 
a time. In this way I got the tracts printed at five shillings 
per thousand, occasionally for less, and so, without intruding on 
the fund, I derived a recompense for my services, amounting to 
£80 per annum at the period of Dr Davis's attack. To my 
profits my benevolent judges added my travelling outlays, which 
Messrs Quilter, Ball, & Co. reported at £5 weekly. I did 
not indeed inform Mr Baxter and his friends, but I make the 

confession now, that to keep down travelling costs I exercised 

c 
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an economy probably more rigid than had Mr Baxter himself 
during the most ascetic days of his prophesying. 
The " Eeporters' " next accusation I subjoin : 

" Included in the amount so charged for tracts was a sum of 
£50 stated in the books to have been sent to the Soldiers* 
Friend Society ; and we are informed by the Secretary of 
that Society that he had not received any tracts what- 
ever from Dr Rogers." 

Now what is " stated in the books ? " In the IHstrHmtion 
Book now before me, I find this entry — " May 6, 1862. The 
British Army Eeaders' and Soldiers' Friend Society, Londort 
Publications for distribution by Scripture Eeaders to the value 
of £50." 

Tracts are unnamed ; in point of fact a very few were sent. 
For as I formerly stated, I at the first issued serials as well 
as tracts, and I would have continued to do so if my print- 
ing concern had succeeded. What I sent to the Soldiers' Friend 
Society consisted chiefly of copies of a periodical called The 
Recorder; of which, on|'the same day, I despatched three 
parcels to the London City Mission. It was therefore easy for 
the Secretary of the Soldiers' Friend Society to aver in 1866 
that in 1863 he had received no tracts from me, when out of 
nearly 25,000 serials sent him there was a very small proportion 
of such issues as might strictly be called " tracts." Yet, surely, if 
the Secretary knew that an attempt was made to brand me as 
an impostor, it was his duty to distinctly state what he had in 
reality received from me, instead of conducing to the belief that 
he had received from me no publications at all. Whatever 
he may have said then, or may say now, I can prove that several 
large packages were sent by me to his office at the date named, 
and were not returned by him ; and my clerk, who aided in 
making up the parcels, certifies thus : 

"Stirling, 20^A JfarcA 1866. 

" I recollect quite distinctly while clerk to Dr Eogers, then of 
Stirling, of sending, some time in the year 1862, a large parcel 
of periodicals and tracts, being a grant by Dr Eogers to the 
Soldiers' Friend Society, London. I superintended the making-up 
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of the parcel or parcels, and the value, so far as I can remember, 
was £50 * Wm. Maclea." 

Against all who disbelieve the doctrine of eternal punishments, 
Mr Baxter, in a small book of hi8,-f asserts that the state of 
the lost is a "perfect paralysis, staying all action;" yet, is not 
incapacity for action as heaven itself in comparison with that 
morbid activity which judges without reason, and decerns with- 
out judgment ? Whether here or hereafter, better to endure a 
restrained volition than to possess the bitter consciousness of 
having wronged the innocent, or what is even more lamentable, 
the deep unconsciousness of having condemned the guiltless. 
Heaven, a home of love, may be only reached through the door 
of charity; for, writes one with valid claims to inspiration, 
"Though I have the gift of prophecy, and understand all 
mysteries, and all knowledge ; and though I have all faith, so 
that I could remove mountains, and have not charity, I am 
nothing." 

Mr Baxter and his friends proceed — 

" The name of the English Joint Stock Bank (Limited), Black- 
heath, appears upon the report above alluded to as the 
Society's bankers; in the report before us for January 
1866 the name of the City Bank, Threadneedle Street, 
London, is also added. The City Bank informs us they 
have no account whatever with the Society, or with Dr 
Rogers. The English Joint Stock Bank state that they 
have a private account with Dr Eogers, but no account 
in name of the Society." 

To rebut a statement not more daring than those which pre- 
ceded it, I adduce a letter from Mr Henry Hunt, by whom I 
was introduced to the banker at Blackheath : 

" Lewisham, April lUh, 1866. 

" Deak Sir, — In reply to your inquiry, I beg to say that I 

* In making this grant and others at the time, I distinctly remember that I 
charged against the Fund only a little in excess of the cost of production, t.e., 
about one-half or at most two-thirds of the selling price. 

t "God's Purpose in Judgment, considered with especial reference to the 
assertion of Mercy or Annihilation for the Lost/' by Robert Baxter, Esq., Lond., 
1869, 12mo. 
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distinctly remember, on your consvlting me respecting a treamr&r 
or banker for the Society of which you are Secretary, recom- 
mending to your notice Mr Philpott, of the South Eastern, now 
the English Joint Stock Bank (Limited), Bkckheath. This was 
some time in November 1864. I accompanied you to the bank, 
introduced you to Mr Philpott, and being asked to a private 
interview with him, I stated what I thought the account of the 
Society might be worth per annum. The agent thanked me for 
bringing you to him, and before leaving the bank I heard you 
giving your designation as Secretary to the Society, and con- 
sidered and understood that the bank was to receive contribu- 
tions for the same. I heard no mention of any private account, 
nor did anything pass at the interview which would have led 
me to infer that you were to keep your private account with Mr 
Philpott, unless it might afterwards suit your convenience to do 
so. When I waited on Mr Baxter, after the receipt of his letter 
of inquiry concerning you, / stated distinctly to him the svMtarice 
of what I have now written, — I am, dear Sir, your obedient 
servant, H. Hunt. 

" Eev. Dr Charles Eogers." 

So certified Mr Hunt, but here is the testimony of the banker 
himself. Under date 17th March 1866, he wrote to me in these 
terms : " The account is in your name, and after follows your 
designation, which is simply as you gave it, namely, ' LLD., 
Secretary to the Tract Society.' " And to prove that there was 
no alteration or transfer of the account from my name as 
Secretary of the Society, to my name as an individual, I submit 
the following copy of a receipt prepared by Mr Philpott, for 
Messrs Kirkland, and which I received from him : 

**Blackheath, January 1, 1866. 

" Eeceived of Messrs Kirkland the sum of one pound, being 
the subscription due to the Naval and Military Tract Society, 
as per order of Colonel B. M. Ward. 

" C. Dawson Philpott, Manager." 

As to the City Bank Mr Philpott requested me, in the Society's 
prints, to name that bank in addition to his own. 

Here is a further example of the " Eeporters' "fairness : 

" One of the auditors (Mr Hunt) states, ' that no vouchers were 
produced to him. He believes his clerk added up the 
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receipts, but he did not attempt an analysis of the 
account, but added up himself the audit sheet, and con- 
sidered he was auditing the accounts merely for Dr 
Eogers' satisfaction. As to the balance and addition of 
the account — that if he had been asked to audit it in 
order to prove its correctness, he would have required 
vouchers and gone through the analysis/ " 

I submit a copy of the memorandum which Mr Hunt left 
with Mr Baxter, at an interview he had with him respecting 
the audit The reader can compare it with the *' Eeporters* " 
statements : 

"Mr H. Hunt, from Lewisham, called on Mr Baxter and 
stated, as respects the audited account annexed to the Naval 
and Military Tract Society's publications, that Dr Eogers asked 
him to recommend him an auditor to cast up and audit the 
accounts, and he, Mr Hunt, said he would do it ; that all he was 
asked by Dr Sogers to do, and all that he did, was to get a clerk 
to add up the contributions, and he himself added up a book 
which was produced by Dr Eogers as his cash book, and he 
believed, but cannot actually charge his memory, that that book 
added up to the amount of the sum mentioned in the pub- 
lication ; that the audit paper was prepared by Dr Eogers, and 
checked by Mr Hunt ; that he, Mr Hunt, never added up the 
separate items, or attempted any analysis of the accounts, but 
took the items forming this analysis upon Dr Eogers' assertion, 
and saw that they were correctly added up and the account 
properly balanced. If he had been asked to audit in a way to 
prove its correctness, he would have required vouchers, and 
would have thought it necessary to go into the divisions of the 
account to see that such division was correct." 

Proceed " the reporters " — 

"Dr Eogers stated that he had himself the management of the 
Society from its commencement ; and we learn that the 
highly respectable clergyman advertised in the last report 
as the Canvasser and Travelling Secretary, and also several 
of the Committee, have disowned their connection with 
the Society. It appears the name of the Society has been 
four times altered within the three years of its existence. 
It appears to have begun in Stirling under the name 
of the ' British Christian Institute ; ' then to have taken 
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the name of * The Naval and Military Tract Society ; ' 
then the name of * The Naval and Military Missionary 
Tract Society/ The last name assumed is ' The Mission- 
ary, Maritime, and Military Tract Society/ 
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The Society had in succession two names only; the desig- 
nations last quoted by " the reporters " were assumed to it by 
"the highly respectable clergyman*" to whom they refer. 
No doubt, on receiving letters from Dr Davis and Mr Baxter, 
denouncing me as an impostor, several supporters of the Society, 
whose acquaintance I had formed solely on the merits of my 
undertaking, at once withdrew ; the result was inevitable. Seven 
out of fifty persons communicated with retired at once. 

The ball of fiction, as of snow, becomes bigger as it rolls. 
Remark what follows : 

" We have expressed to Dr Rogers generally, and to his 
solicitor in writing, our readiness to receive any explana- 
tion, but have received none." 

In answer to this assertion, I appeal to the following letters 
addressed by my solicitor to Mr Baxter : 

" 25 EA8TCHKA.P, KC, dlsi January 1866. 

" My present purpose is to acquaint you that under my ad- 
vice Dr Rogers will not attend the proposed meeting at your 
office to-day; but inasmuch as he challenges the most rigid 
and unreserved scrutiny, by impartial persons, of his accounts 
and transactions in connection with the above Society, I now 
beg, on his behalf, that all be submitted to four gentlemen, two 
to be named by Dr Rogers, and two by yourself and those under 
whose representation you are acting; which four gentlemen 
shall have liberty to call in a fifth, in any case of need — ^that 
those parties shall make their written report, and upon that 
report Dr Rogers is quite prepared to stand or falL" 

* This "highly respectable clergyman," the Rev. Joseph Bums, formerly Presby- 
terian minister at Whitehaven, afterwards became one of the travelling secretaries 
of the Religious Tract Society. After asking for and obtaining a certificate from 
me, and dining with me, he on the following day, in the Record newspaper, dis- 
owned all connection with the Naval and Military Tract Society ! He offered 
himself as my travelling secretary, and remained in my employment till he got 
an appointment from Dr Davis. 
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** 25 Eastcheap, E.C., February Sth, 1866. 

" I beg to say that it is perfectly true that the meeting to 
which you refer was convened with Dr Rogers* entire approval ; 
but on that occasion I leam that he was received in a manner 
which he little anticipated ; imputations of the gravest character 
were made against him ; neither books nor vouchers were ex- 
amined, nor, indeed, were any explanations dispassionately 
listened to. Indeed, a great portion of the time was, as I under- 
stand, consumed in the reading by Dr Davis of a long statement 
prepared by himself, containing many insinuations and charges, 
accompanied by remarks of a very offensive character against 
Dr Eogers. It need therefore be no matter of surprise that Dr 
Rogers, taken at such a disadvantage and under such circum- 
stances, should fail then fully to discharge himself of accusations 
which he knew to be groundless, or that (under my advice) he 
should decline again to meet the same parties ; but in order to 
satisfy you that Dr Rogers shrank from no fair and full investi- 
gation of his accounts and conduct, I made the proposal con- 
tained in my letter to you of the 31st ultimo. That proposal, 
however, has been declined, which I cannot but regret, inasmuch 
as Dr Rogers was prepared to stand or fall by the result, as I 
informed you ; and it would also have afforded his accusers an 
opportunity (which I should have conceived they would have 
been only too glad to embrace) of offering to Dr Rogers the 
only reparation in their power for the wrongs done, and if you 
will forgive my adding the insults offered to him on the occasion 
referred to. 

" Under these circumstances, and under the fullest conscious- 
ness of his own perfect integrity, he has placed his accounts 
unreservedly in the hands of accountants of the highest position, 
and he is now only awaiting their report." 

As previously stated, Messrs Quilter, Ball, & Co.*s statement 
was placed at once in the hands of " the reporters ; " and yet, 
several days after its receipt and the explanatioTis which it and 
the first edition of a pamphlet accompanying it contained, Messrs 
Baxter & Co. hastened to re-assert the imputations which they 
had originally made. I would emphatically ask, if "the 
reporters " had been guided only by the desire to elicit truth and 
render justice, why was my solicitor's most reasonable proposal 
refused — of a submission to neutral parties ? 
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In a conspicuous form of type " the reporters " summed up 
thus: 

*' Under the circumstances here stated, we do not think it 
necessary to do more than to make them known in order 
to enable the public to pass their own judgment upon the 
Society in question. Signed, Francis Maude, Cap. R.lf. ; 
E. Gardiner Fishboume, Cap. RK ; Eobert Baxter." 

In professedly withholding judgment of their own, '*the 
reporters " most emphatically indicated what judgment should he 
formed by others. As a body I will not further condemn them. 
Captains Maude and Fishboume relied on the judgment of Mr 
Baxter, as no doubt they have done ever since. And was it not, 
they might argue, fully confirmed by the known opinion of a 
Glasgow solicitor, Mr William Burns, or the editor of the 
Stirling Journal, and, above all, by Dr Davis ? Surely, after all, 
they might have exercised a little more caution. Very ordinary 
inquiry would have shown them that my former station vraa 
somewhat beyond that of a reckless adventurer, and that hither- 
to my character for fair dealing was wholly without impeach- 
ment. Nor in establishing myself among strangers was I Ukely 
to bring together a "managing committee" of nineteen persons 
simply to hoodwink them. Or if base enough to do this, how 
might I attempt to deceive such experienced accountants as 
Quilter, Ball, & Co. ? The "reporters" did not even insinuate that 
my vouchers might be forged. They were either forged or I 
was innocent. Yet they dared to issue a manifesto to be used 
against me during life, by any one who might choose to put it 
into circulation.* 

* Captain Maude has printed a littTe book, a lecture upon ** Dew " (Lond. 1854, 
12mo). Familiar with the pearly lustre of the humid mom, his thoughts might 
have gravitated towards that "dew of Hermon," resting upon him who *'doeth 
no evil to his neighbour, nor taketh up a reproach against his neighbour." A 
member of that earnest though erring school, which holds that perfection is not 
a possibility only, but one readily attainable, Captain Fishboume has, in his 
** Wretched Saul," Lond., price 3d., represented the brothers "Wesley and George 
Whitfield as contaminated with '* human pride;" he further compares them with 
'* Puseyites," and members of the Romish Church. From one who so condemns 
the most devoted eyangelists England ever saw, what might a poor Scottish 
minister, against whom, on account of evil reports, the Captain had an acknow- 
ledged prejudice, expect at his hands ? 
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With his " antecedents " I might not have expected a more 
correct judgment on the part of Mr Baxter. Even before he 
prophesied or spake with tongues he had stigmatised as corrupt 
the most illustrious statesman of his age. For Sir Eobert Peel, 
he maintained,* was a disciple of Thomas Paine, while his policy 
in grantiQg civil privileges to our Irish fellow-subjects was, as, 
in alliterative vituperation, he chose to design it, " a Paine-Peel 
principle." But for the vile character of his imputations, I 
might have been content to suffer attack from one who struck 
about so widely. 

For Mr Baxter it had been better, in view of his impressible 
imagination, if in 1866 he had remembered how in 1833 he had 
owned his "liability to delusion," and acknowledged his "having, 
through want of watchfulness, suffered himself to be deceived." -f 
But those quaUties of his nature which overbalanced him in 
1829, and again in 1831-32, seem in 1866 to have been once 
more in the ascendant. Certainly his conduct in advising others 
to join him in misrepresenting me, merely because I had already 
been traduced, is more entitled to penitential confession than 
what he had said and done in 1832-33, concerning which he had 
remarked that " he could make no reparation for the evil he had 
inflicted." Mr Baxter inflicted an injury upon me which he 
can never expiate, and which, if repaired, can only be so through 
my proving that he has misrepresented and injured me. 

To return to my narrative. Having obtained the Eeport of 
Messrs Quilter, Ball, & Co., I communicated with all the 
members of my " Managing Committee," informing them of the 
charges which had been brought against me, and inviting them 
to attend a meeting, to be held in the Society's ofl&ce, on Tuesday, 
the 6th of March. From nearly all the members I received 
letters, full of kindly sentiments towards myself. From some 
of these letters I subjoin extracts. 

The Eev. Patrick Forfar, of Liverpool, whose family circum- 

* ** Liberalism Revolutionary, Emancipation an Apostacy leading to Britain's 
Awfol Visitation," by Robert Baxter, London, 1829. 

t '* Narrative of Facts, characterising the Supernatural Manifestations,'* etc., 
by Robert Baxter, Lond. , 1833, 8vo. 
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stances precluded his attending the meeting, wrote : " I have 
read the narrative of your persecution, and have been astounded 
beyond measure. However, keep up your heart, for yours is the 
blessedjness spoken of in Matt. v. 11, 12. Hoping you may long 
be able to carry on your good work in peace and quietness, — I 
am," etc. 

The Eev. George Cuthbert, of Oswestry, who was engaged 
to deliver a lecture at Leamington, on the day appointed for the 
meeting, enclosed to me the following, with the expression of a 
desire that it might be used. " From all I know personaUy or 
otherwise, of Dr Eogers, I beg to say, I believe him to be a 
minister of fixed Christian principles, and therefore have every 
confidence in his faithful discharge of every duty devolving on 
him." 

Dr Thomson, of Plymouth, confined to a sick bed, wrote, " I 
regret my inability to attend, all the more when I consider the 
painful circumstances in which you seem to have been placed 
by the officiousness of those who had no authority, and were not 
in the least entitled to investigate your proceedings. Had we, 
as members of your committee, had the least doubt of the honour 
and integrity of your conduct, in initiating and managing the 
Tract Society, we were quite able to put in operation the appH- 
ances which must have fully satisfied us, without the unhappy 
interference of Dr Davis and others. The harsh and ungracious 
treatment you appear to have received at their hands, is to me 
most unaccountable. I most sincerely trust that you will not 
relax your efforts on behalf of our service at least, because of 
these insults. I must now confess that the tracts which you 
have produced are the only tracts I have yet seen really fitted 
for men-of-war's-men. They are written with good sense, and 
good taste, and are thoroughly evangelical. " Our Chairman (Naval 
Scripture Headers' Society) receives them, and the Eeiaders 
circulate them with pleasure and great thankfulness. Your 
tracts meet the sailors' peculiarities, while the tracts of the 
Eeligious Tract Society do not. In many respects this attack of 
Dr Davis will do you good, as it has compelled you to bring 
your proceedings at Stirling before the public. Any man before 
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felt disposed to cast a stone away to false reports, but now that 
everything has been proclaimed as from the house-top — 
persecution must terminate. No man that knows anything of 
you will ever question your faithfulness and honour." 

The Eev. S. A. Walker, of Bristol, attended on the 6th March, 
and after a careful examination of the Society's books and 
vouchers, prepared the following report : 

"As regards the collection and appropriation of funds, of 
course, I was not likely to discover any mistake in the calcula- 
tion of moneys collected in the four years between January 1862 
and February 1866, made by the accountants, Messrs Quilter, 
BaU, & Co. They had had all the same documents before them 
as those shown to me, as they certify in their report, and there- 
fore I was quite satisfied that the receipts amounted to the two 
sums referred to by them of £790, 16s. 2d. and £688, 8s. lid., 
which together make £1479, 5s. Id. I had the rough book 
before me which the Doctor carried about with him when 
travelling to collect funds, and in which he entered the sums 
received. Each page bears marks of the accountants' jotting-up, 
and I did not think it necessary to revise their figures. I there- 
fore took it for granted that the receipts to be accounted for 
amounted to the sum of £1479, 5s. Id. The question then was, 
How had that sum been expended ? Keeping the two points re- 
ferred to in view, I was anxious to learn generally — (1.) How this 
large su;m had been appropriated ; and (2.) How far it had gone 
to the printing and distribution of tracts. I asked especially for 
accounts furnished by printers, and paid. These were laid before 
me from three separate printing establishments, one of which is 
in Bristol, and well known to me, with the respectable chief 
proprietor of which I had on previous occasions conversations 
on the subject of Dr Rogers' tracts, and who left the impression 
on my mind that they were being printed by his steam press in 
vast quantities. Dr Eogers laid before me receipts from this 
printer, Mr Wright, for payments made for the printing of 
240,000 tracts; from another printer — a London one — ^for the 
printing of 80,000 ; and from another, also in London, for the 
printing of 60,000. These were tracts prepared and printed 
since Dr Eogers came to England ; besides which, he has started 
a monthly serial, IJhe Bulwark^ price 3d., of which several thou- 
sands have been printed. Previous to his arrival from Scotland, 
but within the four years, he appears to have been largely en- 
gaged in printing tracts and serials. Of the latter he showed 
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me specimens of three — The Workman, The Beeorder, and The 
Briton, The cost of these publications, as entered in a ledger 
which I saw, was respectively £146, 5s. 8d., £41, 13s. 4d., and 
£95, 16s. 8d. Th^ cost of the tracts, as entered in the same 
book, was £126, 6s. 8d. Altogether, I calculated that the Doctor 
had paid the sum of £629, 16s. 8d. for the production of the 
various publications, for the circulation of which he had coDected 
the money.* 

" As regards the disposal of this mass of printed matter^ the 
vouchers did not appear to me quite so clear ; but that it was 
not in the Doctor's possession was evident, for I did not see 
above Ten Pounds* worth in the case erected in his study ; and 
as his own profits seemed only to be charged upon grants 
actually made, I cannot see any reason to doubt that it was 
disposed of as he represented I can state from my own know- 
ledge, his readiness to make grants, for I have, on three or four 
different occasions, within the Istst twelve months, applied to 
him for grants, and have been each time largely supplied. I 
wrote, at his request, four tracts; three of them have been 
printed at the steam press of Messrs Wright, of Bristol, and of 
them I learned at the ofl&ce of Messrs W., that many thousands 
had been supplied to Dr Eogers. How could these have been 
disposed of but in grants ? I have had the proofs of several other 
tracts sent to me, as a member of the Committee, for approval 
— and I cannot doubt that thousands of them have been printed 
likewise. I have ascertained that the number of separate tracts 
(new series) prepared and printed for the Society is foi?ty."f" If 
each of these has been issued to the same extent as mine, I am not 
the least surprised at the sum total of nearly 400,000 tracts issued 
Where are all these tracts ? They have either been sold or put 
away in some secret place, or disposed of in grants or destroyed 
I do not believe that the Doctor has succeeded in selling them, 
especially as he does not appear to have either a shop or other 



* The precise issue of publications was as nnder : 
500,000 Two-page Tracts, issued at 6s. per 1000, 



450,000 Four-page „ „ lOs. 

35,000 Workman's Friend, at Id., . 

10,000 Becorders, at Id., 

40,000 Britms, at Id., . 
4,000 British Bulwark, at 3d., . 
Anonymous publications, at the value of 



»» 



£125 

225 

145 16 8 

41 13 4 

166 13 4 

50 

15 



£769 3 
+ Fifty-one was the number of the first and second series. 
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machinery for the puipose ; and I cannot suppose that he has 
destroyed them ; neither is it rational to conclude that he had 
concealed them : then the only alternative is^ that he has done 
with them as he states — ^that is, has made grants of them. 
The same reasoning will apply to the tracts and serials printed 
in Scotland, which must have amorunted to a large number, con- 
sidering the sums paid for printing them, as shown by the ledger 
in which the Scotch expenses are entered. 

" Concerning the other items of expense — travelling, adver- 
tising, agents, etc. — I could not form any decided judgment; 
disbursements under these heads were sustained by vouchers, as 
Messrs Quilter, Ball, & Co. have declared ; but of course I could 
not say how far they were judicious to the extent stated. I have 
seen, as already observed, the rough books in which Dr Eogers 
entered the various contributions received, and there I found 
the names of a large number of places in the United Kingdom 
where collections had been made, all entered in the Doctor's 
handwriting, so that if he visited them all himself, as I believe 
he did, and remained in each long enough to make personal 
application to the parties in each, whose names are inserted in 
his book, I conclude that many months must have been spent in 
thus journeying from place to place. I know, for example, that 
he twice visited Bristol in the course of a few months, and if he 
did the same in other places, I am not at all surprised to learn 
that he occupied a hundred weeks in his travels. I have some 
Uttle experience in this sort of locomotion, and I can only say 
that I consider £5 per week, aU things considered, a not un- 
reasonable allowance for travelling expenses. I have heard 
from commercial travellers that they are generally allowed a 
guinea a-day by their employers for that purpose. 

After some further details, the Rev. Mr Walker sums up— 

" I apprehend that he has met these charges in the only way 
that he could, by submitting his books to pubhc accountants of 
the well-known character of Messrs Quilter, BaU, & Co., by 
whom he has been completely supported, by publishing a full 
explanation of the circumstances preceding and attending the 
formation of his Tract Society, and by inviting the members of 
his Committee to a full investigation of the Society's past and 
present transactions. I confess that it is yet to be proved to me 
that any Tnala fides can be fairly imputed to him — on the con- 
trary, unless something shall turn up to his disadvantage, of which 
I am at present ignorant, I shall consider it my duty to regard 
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him as a Christian brother, and in my humble way do what I 
can to obtain him that justice for his objects and exertions which 
I fear has been dealt to him as yet in scant measure. 

" Samuel A. Walkek.'* 

The report of Messrs Baxter & Co. was used industriously. 
Packets received at various centres were there posted by suit- 
able agents. Copies were thus distributed at Birmingham, Man- 
chester, Shefl&eld, Liverpool, Dublin, Limerick, Cork, and Belfast. 
In his attempts to procure my denunciation by the English press, 
Dr Davis was unsuccessful. One journal only, so far as I 
know, fell into the snare. It was the British Starvdard, edited 
by Dr John Campbell. But Dr Campbell published a retrac- 
tion, at the instance of my solicitor. 

In one instance Dr Davis experienced a kind of retributive 
justice, which, though not savouring of "the supernatural," is 
not unworthy of remark. Waiting upon an eminent minister 
of the Scottish Church in London with Mr Baxter's "report," 
Dr Davis entreated him to " expose me " in the Tirnes, which 
he alleged was the most effective mode of crushing me. Though 
a correspondent of the Times, the reverend divine forbore 
to interfere in a discussion with which he had no concern. 
But the Times did ere long animadvert on the expenditure of 
rehgious societies, when Dr Davis, no longer the triumphant 
persecutor of the Secretary of the Naval and Military Tract 
Society, was himself put on his defence. It was indeed un- 
deniable (for his own report showed this) that, besides a salary, 
while I had none, Dr Davis had for the two preceding years 
drawn for travelling expenses more than double the sum I had 
received on that score during the same period, and on account 
of which he and his friends had insolently censured me. But 
the Times, in its leaders and the letters of its correspondents, 
dealt with Dr Davis's administration on other grounds ; while 
the fact of his presenting himself at my house under a feigned 
name was duly chronicled. After referring to several attempts 
made to destroy other tract producers, and latterly to my own 
enterprise, one of the Tim^ correspondents proceeded: "A 
reverend secretary of one of the tract societies in London called 
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at the clergyman's house, >vhere he gave a false name, and 
feigned himself a layman desiring to purchase tracts. This 
person, who was identified subsequently, made several objec- 
tions to the clergyman's report, which led the clergyman to 
place the whole of his books, papers, and vouchers in the hands 
of Messrs Quilter, Ball, & Co., the eminent accountants, with 
a request that they would examine them. This was forth- 
with done, the accountants confirming the accuracy of the 
reverend gentleman's statement. A new method of annoyance 
was resorted to. The clergyman had unadvisedly been led to 
mix with certain persons in the interests of the enemy, who 
presented a fallacious account of what occurred, which they 
printed and circulated. This statement was answered; so 
heavier artillery was brought up. Scripture Eeaders and mis- 
sionaries were, under the threat of dismissal, prohibited from 
ch*culating any of the clergyman's publications ; and a person 
was despatched throughout the United Kingdom, to warn the 
clergyman's contributors to discontinue their subscriptions." 

To some I may appear unnecessarily minute with respect to 
the imputations of Dr Davis and his friends ; and perhaps I 
might have allowed the history of my life to testify as to the 
groundlessness of their aspersions. But as these aspersions 
are systematically renewed year by year, and may, if uncon- 
tradicted, be at any time used to overthrow my reputation, 
I consider myself called upon to deal with them fully. It 
must be borne in mind that while perversity may be pardoned 
and lack of judgment excused, chicanery must inevitably be 
regarded with abhorrence. Lapse of time cannot obliterate 
the stain, nor future circumspection extinguish it. Genius 
even must pale before lack of honour. Further, there can be 
no excuse for infidelity in administration, however unimportant 
the matters to be administered may be; for, it is written, 
"he who is faithful in that which is least is faithful also 
in much ; and he that is unjust in the least is unjust also in 
much." Therefore if I have not cleared myself from the imputa- 
tions of Mr Baxter and his friends, I must hold myself to be 
not in their estimation only but in that of others, " even as an 
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heathen man and a publican/' I have made my defence folly 
" to enable the public to pass their own judgment " upon me. 

In 1866 I resumed the cultivation of general literature, 
which, in the interests of the Naval and Military Tract Society, 
I had for nearly five years almost abandoned. Messrs Houlston 
and Wright, publishers in Paternoster Row, reproduced a little 
work of mine, entitled, " Familiar Illustrations of Scottish life." 
The book was published and advertised. One summer morn- 
ing at the publishing office Mr Wright said to me, " Two news- 
papers have been sent us from the north, reflecting upon you 
terribly. They have doubtless been despatched by an enemy, 
for they have come anonymously ; but some things are said of 
you which require explanation.'* The newspapers contained 
the usual misrepresentations in connection with the Wallace 
Monument, with an account of the recent proceedings of I>r 
Davis and Mr Baxter. The enemy in this instance was foiled ; 
but Mr Wright added, "If I had not known you these ten 
years, these newspapers would have led me to give you up." 

Some time in 1867, a friend in London had the satisfaction 
of informing a correspondent at Glasgow that I had not com- 
mitted suicide, as a certain journal had learned, on ''good 
authority." Besides the smaller fry of weekly or monthly 
prints, the newspapers which chiefly assailed me were the 
Glasgow Morning Jowmal, the Stirling Journal, and for some 
years the Stirling Observer ; also an Ayrshire weekly, edited 
by Mr E. H. Smith. With the editors of all these journals I 
was afterwards on friendly terms. Mr James Hogg, editor of 
the Stirling Jowmal, systematically assailed me for nearly fifteen 
years, and his newspaper was more used against me at a distance 
than any other. It was a copy of the Stirling Journal that 
aroused Dr Davis.* 

* In connection with press matters, I may append a note. From 1867 I haTe 
occasionally contributed to a useful little serial weU known as forming a pleasant 
medium of inter-communication among men of letters. When in the summer of 
1868 I was one day at the office settling my half-yearly account, I was informed 
by the book-keeper that invariably after any little paper of mine appeared in the 
serial, a person called at the office, who preferred the request that the editor 
would reject my contributions ! 
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"Surely oppression," saith Solomon, ''maketh a wise man 
mad." If my reason had not succumbed to ten years' unrelent- 
ing misrepresentation, and if the loss of my estate at Stirling, 
and the shocking attack made upon me through Messrs Davis 
and Baxter, had not upset my judgment, Mr William Burns 
must, from his other experiences, have concluded that such ought 
to have been the issue. In a letter now before me, addressed to 
his correspondent, Mr John Steill, of Edinburgh, and dated 
" Belmont, DowanhiU, Glasgow, 13th October 1869," Mr Bums 
suggests that I should be " committed to some asylum." In the 
same correspondence he charges me with " blasphemy,'* tejoices 
in the restricted damages I had received in a libel action, and 
ridicules my American degree. What he himself and his 
brother solicitor, Mr Eobert Baxter, of Westminster, had failed 
to accomplish, probably might be effected by Mr Eobert Craw- 
ford, another solicitor, latterly of Glasgow. In this new coad- 
jutor Mr Bums hoped to find, if not a safe or serene councillor, 
at least a most useful ally. 

Emerging from Glasgow about the year 1866, Mr Eobert 
Crawford proceeded to the metropolis. There on the requisite 
payments he became a Governor of the Scottish Hospital and a 
Director of the Caledonian Asylum, and with that faculty for 
calumny, which he was at a later period to exercise so amply 
against myseK, he began to issue philippics against the secre- 
taries of both these charities. On behalf of the European Assur- 
ance Society, he, in 1867, proceeded to Canada and the United 
States, but quarrelling with the Society's administrators, he 
became involved in certain costly proceedings, which he has him- 
self described.* In the autumn of 1868 I took a principal part 
in establishing the Grampian Club, a literary institution for 
printing works and MSS. in Scottish history and antiquities ; 
and Mr Crawford, certainly through no invitation of mine, got 
upon the directorate. Having attended two or three meetings, 
when the first subscription became due he retired from the 

* ** Letters to the Policyholders and Annuitants of the European Assurance 

Company, " by a Former Director and present Policyholder of the Society. Lond., 

1871, 8vo. 

D 
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Club. In January 1870, when I succeeded to the secretary- 
ship, a flood of rancour was opened upon me. A work which I 
had contributed to the Club was described as "rubbish;" and 
it was broadly hinted that the Club was got up for my sole 
benefit! Somehow these early attacks, though three Scottish 
journals inserted them, did no perceptible hann. 

Under the auspices of some influential friends of mine, the 
Koyal Historical Society was constituted in the autumn of 1868. 
I held no public ofl&ce in connection with it for twelve months, 
and to that circumstance I attribute my eariy immunity from 
attack. I was in January 1870 elected Secretary, but my ex- 
periences in connection with the Grampian Club led me to re- 
commend that another should, till the Society got a footing, be 
appointed to the honorary office. This was arranged for a 
time, but when, on the inauguration of Earl Eussell to the Pre- 
sidentship, my real connection with it became known, hostilities 
arose. The editor of a London periodical, a native of the west 
of Scotland, induced one of the founders to withdraw, and some 
others followed. One day as I was taking luncheon with the 
Treasurer, a letter was received by him, containing Mr Baxter's 
"Eeport!" 

Already efforts were in active progress to destroy the Gram- 
pian Club. In 1869, at a pubhc dinner, attended by several 
members of the Scottish Corporation, Mr Eobert Crawford 
proposed to originate the "London and Scottish Literary 
Institute," which was to do, but in tetter faskion, that which 
• the Grampian Club had undertaken to accomplish; with that 
dinner the movemerU ended. In 1872, under the designation 
of " The London Bums Club," Mr Crawford again attempted to 
found an institution; and some six persons, ignorant of his former 
efforts, were induced to join. The first meeting was the last. 

From 1872 till early in 1875 I enjoyed such an immunity 
from attack, that I began to indulge the hope that active perse- 
cution had ceased. Of one not unimportant fact — ^germane to 
the matter — I was aware, that from a newspaper office at 
Stirling, where reporters and others had for many years been 
educated to revile me, assailants would proceed no longer ; for 
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the editor who had trained them had offered me his hand, and 
we were friends. But when I indulged the dream that I 
had entered the Pacific, I awoke to find myself at the Cape 
of Storms. Some of my Scottish and English friends had sub- 
scribed for a testimonial to me, which took the acceptable form 
of a dwelling-house — ^that in which I now reside. This known, 
the artillery of revenge was shotted, and as lieutenant Mr Eobert 
Crawford took the field. It is Mr Crawford's procedure in 1875, 
which brings his name conspicuously into the present history. 
His new aims were at first not unattended with success. 
Twenty years before — viz., in 1855 — I had devised an insti- 
tution with the twofold object of bringing Scottish literary 
persons together, and of establishing a fund for the relief of such 
as were in indigence. The Society, which was styled the " Scot- 
tish Literary Institute," had as its first president Lord Chancellor 
Campbell, while among the members were the Archbishop of 
Canterbury, the Dukes of Hamilton and Montrose ; the Marquis 
of Lansdowne, Lord Brougham, Mr Disraeli, the Hon. Charles 
Baillie, afterwards Lord Jerviswoode; Sir Archibald Alison, 
Bart., Sir William Stirling Maxwell, Bart., M.P.; Professor 
Blackie, Mr Keith Johnstone, the Rev. Dr Jamieson, afterwards 
moderator of the General Assembly, and other notable persons. 
To aid in forming a library Lords Brougham and Campbell pre- 
sented complete sets of their publications. The Institute met 
alternately at Edinburgh and Glasgow, and among the papers 
read was one on the "Eepresentation of the Scottish Universities," 
by Mr Walter Buchanan, M.P., for Glasgow, which was circulated 
among members of the Legislature, and which, followed up by our 
holding in London a conference with Scottish representatives, 
conduced towards facilitating the passing of the University 
Reform Act. I am particular in referring to these matters, 
since out of my various undertakings none more deeply in- 
terested me than the Scottish Literary Institute ; and nothing 
has ever more distressed me than its unfortunate collapse. That 
event happened thus. Soon after becoming acquainted with Mr 
William Burns, I asked him to join the Society, and he did sq> 
along with a person who had been the most energetic of hifl' 
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colleagues in " The Eights " Society.* I had occasion to censure 
this individual for an excessive demand upon our little fund in 
connection with his visit to London on the Universities Committee, 
and thereby arose a controversy, which rendered our subsequent 
meetings scenes of strife. So I retired from the secretaryship, 
Mr Bums undertaking to carry the Society forward. He utterly 
failed. His latest proposal, made at the general meeting held 
at Glasgow on the 9th November 1858, " that the fund for the 
rehef of hterary persons be dispensed with, and that bursaries 
or scholarships should be established in connection with the 
Universities," settled the affair ; it was the Society's last blush, 
for the members withdrew. What under Mr Bums' administra- 
tion perished at Glasgow in 1858, Mr Crawford attempted to 
revive at London first in 1869, next in 1875. In February 1875, 
he issued a manifesto, intimating that at a meeting held in 
London on the 25th day of the preceding month, "being 
the 116th anniversary of the birth of Robert Bums," "it 
was resolved that an endeavour should be made to estabUsh 
scholarships f of the value of £20, each to be competed for 
annually, by. scholars of the Royal Caledonian Asylum, who have 
completed their course of instruction in that corporation." The 
manifesto proceeded, " Arrangements are in progress for attach- 
ing these scholarships to the different National Universities." 
What arrangements, if any, were made with the Scottish Univer- 
sities I do not know, but the Secretary of the Eoyal Caledonian 
Asylum characterised " the scholarship " proposal as " absurd : " 
and intimated that the scheme " had not in any way whatever 
the sanction or authority of the Directors of the Corporation." 
But Mr Crawford persevered. In the following March appeared 
under his proprietorship the first number of a monthly serial, 
styled the London and Scottish Review, which celebrated Mr 
Burns, and extolled the claims and intentions and hopes of the 
new, though in reality, only revived Institute. Society is at first 

* See supra pp. 5, 6. 

t The extraordinary pertinacity with which some individuals cling to an idea 
which has taken strong possession of their imagination is strikingly illustrated in 
the present narrative. 
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generously disposed to accept a man at his own estimate of 
himself, and as Mr Crawford had for three months in the London 
and Scottish Review represented himself as a Liberal in politics, 
a reformer in life assurance, and a modest companion of men of 
letters, it cannot excite surprise that his proposal to hold a 
conversazione in connection with his society was approvingly 
entertained. At the proposed celebration, a patriotic nobleman * 
consented to preside, and by Mr Crawford a caxd of invitation 
was issued in the form and style of that used by the Lord 
Mayor when inviting to banquets in the Mansion House. 

The Grampian Club and the Eoyal Historical Society, of both 
of which I am Secretary, met in the Rooms of the London 
Medical Society, 11 Chandos Street ; there Mr Crawford arranged 
to hold his convocation. The conversazione by which the Insti- 
tute was to be revived was held on the 23d June 1875; the 
original Institute was established in my house at Stirling on the 
22d June 1855, just twenty years previously ! 

If the report of the proceedings in the London and Scottish 
Beview is to be relied upon,the conversazione of the 23d June 1875 
was such a success as left nothing to be desired. In rooms which 
can accommodate ojily one hundred persons, double that number 
of ladies and gentlemen indulged " the feast of reason," while 
speeches, some of them eloquent and all redolent of hope, were 
delivered by Peers, and M.P.'s, and a host of others. Anticipa- 
tory of his first triumph, Mr Crawford, on the day of meeting, 
drew up and posted to me his first trumpet blast against the 
Grampian Club — of the financial affairs of which he maintained 
I could give no rational account. This performed, and in the 
hope that his assault upon the Club would accomplish for it 
what Mr Burns' attack on the Supplemental Wallace Fund had 
done in 1862, and the attack of Mr Baxter had done to the Naval 
and Military Tract Society in 1866, Mr Crawford made all 
needful arrangements. In his journal it was duly announced 
that " the London and Scottish Literary Institute " had " taken 

* Probably the fact that he had lately presided at the Annual Dinner of the 
Grampian Club, may have been an element in his lordship's being selected by Mr 
Crawford to preside on this occasion. 
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and set apart rooms in a central part of London, stored with 
American, Canadian, English, and Scottish newspapers, and the 
current Eeviews," to which members in return for the annual 
subscription of one guinea,* were to be privileged with access. 
Papers were to be read and lectures delivered ; while Mr William 
Bums, of Glasgow,f was to act as a Director ; and Mr Kobert 
Crawford was to be " Honorary Secretary." 

Of "the Institute" we hear nothing further; the proposal 
collapsed, as had the original Institute, under the administration 
of Mr Bums. But Mr Crawford's attacks on the Grampian Club 
and myseK personally continued and gained strength, till in his 
December issue I was denounced throughout by loathsome 
epithets. 

In December 1875, after an existence of about nine months, 
the LoTidon and Scottish Review ceased to exist. As a vehicle of 
detraction, it was chiefly used against myself, and month affcer 
month it was despatched to those of whose good opinion the 
forfeiture was likely to inconvenience me. Eeceived by members 
of the Grampian Club, its misstatements led many to resign ; 
and though a few returned when matters were explained, valuable 
adherents permanently withdrew. So it happens, when in con- 
nection with a learned society, controversy is engendered; a 
portion of the members always eschew conflict, and. will rather 

• One guinea is the subscription payable annually to the Grampian Club, also 
to the Royal Historical Society in its principal section. 

t As stated at the outset, Mr William Bums died in 1876, that is, about one 
year after the period indicated in the text. But I would be extremely sorry that 
any of his relatives or friends should imagine that I charge him personally with 
all the.hostilities which assailed me from 1858 onwards to 1875 to 1876. What 
I emphatically allege is that he kindled the fire of hostility and blew the flame. 
Calumny once impersonated, thereafter found a lodgment with all ready to receive 
it ; and, renewed and intensified, it was given forth by those who had any grudge 
to gratify, or who took delight in aspersing one who interested himself in public 
affairs. Of more than seven hundred newspaper articles published to misrepre- 
sent and denounce me, I much question if Mr Burns himself penned even one. 
I do not believe that he was personally responsible for the whole of Mr Crawford's 
acts, as most assuredly he was not directly responsible for those of Mr Baxter. 
Yet this question remains, when by act, or word, or sign, one man awakens sus- 
picion against another, is not he who does so morally responsible for such conse- 
quences as may ensue ? 
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surrender the benefits belonging to the institution than uphold 
it against aggression. 

At Forest Hill, where I reside, there is a Scottish Presby- 
terian Church, while public lists, readily accessible, represent 
the addresses of Scotsmen resident in the locality. By members 
of the Forest Hill Scottish Church Mr Crawford's journal was 
received month after month; and though the violence of his 
invectives defeated, in some measure the defamer's object, the 
attacks, as I had then been resident in the place only a few 
months, were temporarily injurious. 

" The beginning of strife is as when one letteth out water ; " 
into the deep water-track other rills converge. So when one 
enemy assails, others are led to cast stones. In 1870 I was 
by my London publishers, asked to assist a Mr David Murray 
Smith, who had come to London in quest of literary employ- 
ment. I recommended Mr Smith to some literary work, and 
provided him with a little money when he represented to me 
that he was destitute. When he afterwards applied to me for 
additional assistance, I plainly informed him that I would only 
interest myself further in his behalf, on condition of his being- 
more careful in the application of his resources. At the time 
he made no answer. Subsequently he left London and returned 
to Edinburgh. Having a decided capacity for journalistic litera- 
ture, he was employed as a leader-writer by the proprietors or 
editor of the Edinburgh Gouranty a respectable journal in the 
Conservative interest. On Thursday, the 14th October 1875, 
an article from his pen appeared in the Cov/rant, referring to 
Mr Crawford's imputations against me, and characterising them 
as well founded. 

I shall now relate what legal means I have adopted in self- 
defence. I have referred to the proceduie of Mr John Dick, of 
Stirling, who, in 1861, misrepresented me to the War Depart- 
ment, with a view to my being deprived of my ministerial 
office. Having instituted proceedings for libel against Mr Dick 
in the Court of Session, the case was submitted to a jury on the 
20th and 21st of July 1863. In a rising counsel, a step-son of Mr 
William Burns, Mr Dick found an ingenious defender, but he was 
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more indebted to his own imperfect recollection. In the wit- 
ness-box he disowned having made any charge reflecting on my 
honour, and testified that he " respected " me. Other oral testi- 
mony as to what he had said of me was conflicting. So I failed 
to prove the principal issue in the indictment, and received a 
verdict only on that issue which related to Mr Dick's attempt 
to deprive me of my ojB&ce. I therefore obtained nominal 
damages only, and with restricted costs. 

My second libel action was in the County or Sheriff Court at 
Stirling, when I instituted proceedings against the Stirling 
Observer. At the opening of the Wallace Monument in Sep- 
tember 1869, my wife, by a number of friends, was presented 
with my portrait, and the occasion was deemed suitable for 
assailing me. The judge awarded me three guineas and costs. 

To the protection of the law courts I had again recourse in 
1875. Eaising an action for libel against Mr Eobert Crawford, 
my " statement of claim '* was delivered on the first of Decem- 
ber 1875. At Mr Crawford's entreaty, the case was, with the 
sanction of the court, submitted to arbitration, with a result 
detailed in the following letter which lately I received from 
Mr Duncan Murray, one of the arbitrators. 

"I have a perfect recollection that on the 25th January 
1876, 1 met, at the house of my friend, Mr Colin Eae-Brown, 
Oakleigh Park, Mr Eobert Crawford of the Eeform Club, 
against whom you had raised an action for libel on account of 
statements made by him in the London and Scottish Review of 
the previous year, reflecting on your honour and integrity. As 
I informed you by letter on the day following, Mr Crawford ex- 
pressed his readiness to withdraw every imputation against 
you; emphatically adding that he cherished no other than 
kindly feelings towards you. It was suggested that I and the 
Eev. Mr Lawson Brown of Totteridge (who was present), should 
meet with Mr Crawford and yourself, and arbitrate as to the 
terms on which you might be induced to withdraw from the 
action. Subsequently it was arranged that the Eev. Mr Lawson 
Brown and myself should meet as arbiters in Mr C. Eae-Brown's 
house, when Mr Crawford and your solicitor should attend. 
With the sanction of the court we met accordingly, and decided 
to accept Mr Eobert Crawford's unqualified retraction of every 
imputation upon your honour and integrity whether in a public 
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or private capacity. This engagement he duly undertook to 
commit to writing, on condition that you would withdraw the 
action. Mr Eae-Brown's party having been waiting for dinner 
long after the time appointed, we accepted Mr Crawford's word 
that his letter of apology should be forwarded to me next day. 
Failing to receive the letter, I wrote repeatedly to him at the 
Eeform Club, as he subsequently admitted ; but up to the pre- 
sent time he has not performed what he then solemnly engaged 
to do. D. MURKAY. 

^*37 Great Castle Street, Oxford Circus, W., 
'' March 1, 1880." 

Against Mr Crawford's printer I took legal action with reluct- 
ance, for I was aware that Mr Crawford's connection with him 
had been the reverse of profitable. Yet it must be borne in 
mind that those who rejoice in slandering their fellow-creatures 
would have no opportunity of gratifying their inclination, were 
persons connected with the press a little more circumspect in 
examining what is sent to them. In two leading journals at 
Edinburgh, two at Glasgow, and one at Stirling, Mr J. M. pub- 
lished the following apology : 

" I, J. M., printer, having in the London and Scottish JReview, 
a monthly journal owned and edited by Mr Eobert Crawford, 
S.S.C, of the Eeform Club (and which journal ceased to exist in 
December last), printed a series of letters imputing dishonour- 
able motives to the Rev. Dr Rogers, in connection with the 
Wallace Monument, the Grampian Club, and other public 
undertakings, hereby express my sincere regret for having 
printed those statements, which I now believe to be entirely 
false, and without the least foundation. I consent to this 
apology and retraction being published at my own expense in 
the leading journals. 

"Dated this 30th day of May 1876. 

"J. M. 
" Witness, John Rae, Solicitor for the Rev. Dr Rogers, 

" 9 Mincing Lane, London, E.C." 

AgaiDst the Scottish Newspaper Company, Limited, proprietors 
of the Ediiiburgh Courant, I also, in the High Court, instituted a 
hbel suit in respect of the attack made upon me by D. M. Smith. 
The case was submitted for trial on the 9th May 1876. A report 
of the proceedings I subjoin from one of the daily journals : 



58 



tt 
<( 



The jury in the box having been swom, 

Mr Sergeant Parry said : ' My lord, I appear on behalf of 
the plaintiff in this action, which is in reality an action against 
a weU-known Scottish newspaper, the Udinburgh Courant, to 
recover damages for libel ; and the article complained of by my 
client, Dr Rogers, is one that undoubtedly* imputes to him dis- 
honourable and improper conduct. The Solicitor-General ap- 
pears for the defendant, and he is prepared to withdraw all 
imputation against Dr Eogers, and to state in a handsome 
manner that it was never intended to impute to Dr Rogers 
dishonourable conduct, though undoubtedly some persons who 
read the article might believe that such was the intended im- 
putation. I am sure that your lordship will allow me to state 
this, that Dr Rogers has been for twenty years a minister of the 
Church of Scotland, and has for more than twenty years been 
devoted to literary pursuits. He does not claim to be a man of 
original genius ; but all his life his attention has been directed 
to literary pursuits, mainly connected with the history, anti- 
quities, and poetry of Scotland. In 1856 he was chaplain to 
Stirling garrison ; and originated, or believed that he originated, 
the Wallace Monument, and in the course of many years that 
design of his was carried out. In 1861 the foundation stone was 
laid at Abbey Craig, close by Stirling; and in 1869 the Wallace 
Monument was completed. He has received testimonials from 
his countrymen. In 1868 he also originated the Grampian Club, 
which, like the Bannatyne Club and others, was for the publica- 
tion of works on the history and antiquities of Scotland. He is 
now secretary of that Club, and the editor of their works, and 
he hopes to continue so for many years. I believe that the Soli- 
citor-General will agree in this statement ; and also that we may 
take a verdict by consent for ten guineas, and a certificate 
for, costs. I only desire to add that as this is an honourable 
understanding between us, I think that a statement from a 
gentleman in the position of my friend will be more satisfactory 
to Dr Rogers, and more gratifying to him, than even the verdict 
of a jury after a long contest ; and I still further desire to say, 
that there is not a shadow of ground for imputing to this gentle- 
man that he had even anything to do with the funds of the 
Wallace Monument or of the Grampian Club.' 

"The Solicitor-General — 'I am instructed to say, that if 
this matter had rested on the discussion as to Dr Rogers in his 
public capacity, I should have thought it my duty to advise my 
client to take the opinion of the jury as to whether that was not 
a matter that he was entitled to enter into, and to controversy 
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with Dr Eogers. But on reading the article, I find that there 
are phrases in it which might be thought to convey that he had 
misappropriated some of the funds of the societies that he was 
connected with. I wish to say that the writer never did intend to 
impute anything of that sort, and undoubtedly there was not the 
smallest ground for his so doing. If this matter referred to Dr 
Eogers simply in his public capacity, I should have been glad 
to go to the jury on the points ; and I can only repeat that the 
meaning referred to was never intended to be conveyed. There 
was no misappropriation of money or anything of that sort ever 
intended to be conveyed ; and therefore the proprietors of the 
paper consent to the verdict being taken.' 

" The jury then, under his lordship's direction, formally re- 
turned a verdict for £10, 10s., and his lordship gave judgment 
for that amount" 



On the day following this decision, an article appeared in 
the Edinburgh Couranty which seemed to reflect on the course 
taken by the Solicitor-General, and to return to the original 
charges. I therefore instituted a second action against the pro- 
prietors of that newspaper, the result of which was that I received 
a tender of ninety pounds in name of damages, to be accompanied 
by a public apology. That apology appeared in the form of a lead- 
ing article in the CouraTvt of the 4th August 1876. After some re- 
marks as to alleged hardship under the operation of the Judicature 
Act, the apology proceeds : " "We have to express our regret 
that the irritation not unnatural in such circumstances led to 
the admission into our columns of expressions which have been 
considered to imply injurious reflections on Dr Eogers. A 
public journal should not, any more than an individual, hesitate 
to make any possible reparation for an error of this kind, how- 
ever unintentional ; and we feel that a recurrence in our London 
Letter to the circumstances out of which the action arose was 
the more uncalled for from the fact of our having tendered 
through our counsel an apology for the alleged libel, and allowed 
a verdict for damages to be recorded against us. We trust that 
this acknowledgment and our distinct and unqualified disavowal 
of any intention to impute to Dr Eogers, either now or at any 
former period, unworthy conduct, will be accepted by him in the 
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same frank and unreserved manner in which it is made ; and if 
the suit in which we were so unpleasantly involved shall have 
any effect in calling attention to the Judicature Act, and remedy- 
ing the defect to which we have alluded, we are confident that 
so patriotic a Scotsman as Dr Eogers will rejoice in the share 
which he has had in bringing about a consummation so much to 
be desired." 

In the year 1875, I had on similar grounds occasion to 
intimate to the proprietors of a London serial, and of the 
Stirling Journal newspaper,* that unless ample apologies were 
tendered me, legal proceedings would be adopted against them. 
The proprietor of the Stirling Journal publicly expressed 
" unfeigned regret," and the editor of the London serial also in a 
handsome manner expressed regret for the insertion of misstate- 
ments in his journal, on Mr Crawford's authority. 

But the flood of persecution was arrested — not stayed ; for as 
I now write, I am plaintiff in four actions for libel in the High 
Court of Justice, because of the renewal of imputations which 
all who make them resile from so soon as they are legally called 
on to maintain them. It has been said by the immortal drama- 
tist, " The evil that men do lives after them." My original per- 
secutor is dead ; but the seeds which he sowed have taken root 
and borne bitter fruit, inasmuch that after more than twenty 
years of rancorous oppression, I am now as much as ever at the 
mercy of those who become inimical on the conclusion that a 
man may not be evil-spoken of without cause. 

CHAELES EOGEES. 

Grampian Lodge, Forest Hill, S.E., 
AptU 1880. 

* In referring to the Stirling Joumaly I must be careful lest I should convey 
an erroneous impression respecting the late Mr James Hogg, the proprietor of 
that paper, who, after long in the interests of Mr Bums, keenly assailing me, 
gave me his hand in friendship a year or two before his decease, which took 
place, I believe, about 1876. The attack to which I refer, and for which I 
obtained an apology, appeared in the Stirling Journal subsequent to Mr Hogg's 
death, and without the knowledge of his widow, the present proprietor. It was 
of an extremely virulent character, but the writer died in the course of proceed- 
ings which I was instituting to bring him to justice. 
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POSTSCRIPT. 

In this form I present a specimen of some of the persecutions and 
annoyances which I have endured during the last five years. These 
are in connection with leading circumstances, but do not really repre- 
sent even a tithe of the oppositions put forth. By some it will be 
considered that the chief actora must have been mentally disordered ; 
but it must be remembered that insane persons are not systematic, 
neither do they combine. There is a unity about the sayings and 
doings of my traducers, while they aU use the phrases and adopt the 
line of action pursued by my original antagonist. For example, I am 
on every occasion reminded that my degree of LL.D. is an American 
one, and that I have no right or title to be designated "Doctor." 
Though it is not really so, it would almost appear as if the several 
persons who act as my antagonists had conceived themselves to 
be residuary legatees of my adversary, Mr Bums. An angry High- 
lander was dying ; and expressing to his clergyman his regret that 
he had not lived long enough to revenge himself on a neighbour with 
whom he was at variance, was assured by the divine that he was not 
in a iit condition to die unless he forgave everybody. " Is that so 1 " 
said the dying Celt, " then I must just forgi'e him ; " but at the same 
moment seizing his son's hand, he repeated twice emphatically, 
" Donald, dinna ye forgi'e him.'* 

A little movement in which, in the spring of 1875, I took active 
part in order to provide a gift to the late George Cruikshank at his 
silver wedding in that year, developed into a movement for purchas- 
ing the great artist's works, with a view to their permanent exhibi- 
tion. To an influential Committee I became Honorary Secretary, 
the bulk of labour falling to my share. Under sanction of the Com- 
mittee, I sold Mr Cruikshank's works to the Westminster Aquarium 
Company for £2600, and assisted in raising a further sum of £400, 
which was expended on an annuity to Mr and Mrs Cruikshank for 
their joint lives. In the autumn of 1876, while the Committee was 
being wound up, one of my old assailants sought by private letters 
to induce the great artist to believe that I had not properly ad- 
ministered ! The wretched effort failed to create mischief. 

During my visit to Scotland in the autumn of 1876, I was urged 
to raise a fund for procuring an annuity to the aged niece of the 
great African traveller, Mungo Park. I consented, and in a few 
•months raised £200, which satisfied the requirement. Miss Park, 
before she received her annuity, was warned against me. No evil 
supervened. 

In April 1877 I was presented with a valuable gift of plate at a 
dinner given to me in London, at which Lord Talbot de Malahide 
presided. Soon afterwards I was honoured with a biographical notice 
in a London journal, accompanied by my portrait. After such 
demonstrations I could not possibly escape attack; and so my 
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enemies' guns were double-shotted afresh. Though I had never 
been its Treasurer, nor for one single day taken charge of its funds, 
I was by innuendo represented as mal-administering the finajicial 
afi^rs of the Grampian Club, and obliged to incur law costs in 
defending myself. From the raid, furious as it was, came no further 
mischief. 

In October 1877 I was requested to act as Secretary to a move- 
ment to do honour to my old friend, Dr Charles Mackay, the Scot- 
tish poet. The proposal to invite him to a dinner and make him 
a presentation, was no sooner intimated than I was bitterly assailed 
with the usual imputations. But no mischief arose. Lord Reay 
presided at the dinner, which was a great success ; and an elegant 
gold watch with a purse was presented to the poet. 

From 1870 I had interested myself in rearing a monumental 
statue to King Robert the Bruce. This was erected on the esplanade 
of Stirling Castle, and on the 24th November 1877 publicly inau- 
gurated. No sooner had the inauguration taken place than the most 
virulent attacks were made upon me. It was represented that the 
credit of the monument was due to another ; and as my friend Mr 
George Cruikshank had offered a design which, though in itself 
admirable, could not be accepted, owing to its costly character, a 
further source of misrepresentation was created. Mr Cruikshajik 
died in his eighty-fifth year, in or about February 1878, and it was 
given out that I had killed him, and that he had died of a broken 
heart ! 

In May 1879 I received from my friends a testimonial of respect ; 
and shortly afterwards was invited to join in a movement for 
erectiQg a monument at Edinburgh to the Reformer, John Knox. 
Shortly afterwards I was charged in the newspapers with seeking to 
profit through the Kjiox Fund, of which I was Honorary Secretary, 
while the old "Wallace Monument scandals were actively revived. I 
dealt with this attack by raising against my traducer an action 
for libel in the High Court of Justice. That action is now on the 
roll for trial. 

These hostilities, bitter as they were, are feeble in comparison with 
those put forth against me during the last three months. Owing to 
no new quarrel or semblance of quarrel, all the worst misrepresenta- 
tions of the last twenty-two years have been revived and concen- 
trated against me with a malignity altogether revolting. Missives, 
renewing the attacks of Messi*s Bums and Baxter, and always incor- 
porating the usual allusion to my degree from Columbia College, 
have been despatched with unsparing hand among the leading members 
of committees and societies of which I am secretary. The president 
of one of these societies has by letter been informed that I am base, 
vicious, and corrupt ; and in evidence of the fact, has been referred 
to " Mr Robert Crawfordy^ also to another person whom I am now 
prosecuting for libel ! From one of my persecutors I have received 
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